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WHERE 
DO WE GO 
FROM HERE? 


As the flow of Jewish immi- 
gration continues into Israel, 
the constructive program of 
Histadrut assumes ever great- 
er importance in the eco- 
nomic, cultural and social life 
of the young State. 


The cooperative sector has 
shown the resilience neces- 
sary to cope with the prob- 
lems posed by unlimited im- 
migration. Thousands of new- 
comers have been placed in 
industrial and agricultural 
cooperatives, and thousands 
more have been trained for 
the vital building trades and 
other basic endeavors. 


Kupat Holim is the health 
insurance society serving 700,- 
000 Israelis. Shikun is a lead- 
ing home-constructing agen- 
cy. Hamashbir is the largest 
provider of necessities in the 
maabarot and the regular 
wholesale and retail market. 


Amal schools in Jerusalem, 
Haifa, Tel Aviv, Tiberias, 
Hedera, Ramleh, and Petah 
Tikva turn out highly skilled 
industrial technicians. 


In many fields, Histadrut 
cooperatives spearhead the 
national effort. They blaze 
trails for private enterprise 
to follow. They expand the 
country’s economic frontiers. 
They stabilize the material 
and moral foundations of the 
State of Israel. 


What has been accom- 
plished by Histadrut in its 
30 years of pioneering is but 
an earnest of what it expects 
to do during the next three 
decades. You CAN HELP His- 
TADRUT SPEED ALONG THE ROAD 
TO COMPLETE FULFILLMENT! 
GIVE GENEROUSLY ‘TO THE 
ISRAEL HISTADRUT CAM- 
PAIGN! 
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NATIONAL COMMITTEE 


FOR LABOR ISRAEL 


33 EAST 67th STREET 
New York 21, N. Y. 
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Editorial Comment 


Korean Anniversary 


: ree LINEs are being written on the first 
anniversary of the Korean War. The speech 
by the Soviet representative to the UN, Jacob 
Malik, suggesting a cease fire and withdrawal 
of the warring parties to their respective sides 
of the 38th parallel has once again raised hopes 
of an early peace in that unfortunate country. 
Whether these hopes will materialize depends 
on the degree to which common sense will pre- 
vail over unleashed emotions and the momentum 
of dynamic forces set in motion. 

One could ask with good reason why the sug- 
gestion to maintain the 38th parallel as a politi- 
cal and military dividing line, now offered by 
the Soviet Union, was not accepted by the North 
Koreans nearly a year ago when it was made by 
the Security Council of the United Nations; 
or why the Soviet Union did not then openly 
ask its satellite to desist from further aggression 
and return to its side of the border. Had this 
been done many hundreds of thousands of lives 
would have been spared, Korea would not have 
been devastated from Pusan to the Yalu, and 
the world would not have been brought to the 
verge of global conflict several times. But ap- 
parently a number of important lessons had 
to be learned before the would-be “‘liberators” 
of South Korea saw the light. . 

Now, after a year of sanguine warfare, some 


of these lessons seem to have been learned. One 


of these lessons is that South Korea is not “un- 
tenable,” as many opponents of UN interven- 
tion had maintained. In fact, probably no area 
in the world is today untenable if there is suffi- 
cient determination to resist. Similarly, the 
argument that the human sea of Asian man- 
power is irresistible has been dented considerably. 
Asian manpower used merely“as cannon fodder 
and depending for its effectiveness mainly on 
its quantity is no match against mechanization 
and heavy fire power. On the other hand, the 
war in Korea has demonstrated that though it 
may be possible for the present to localize a 
fighting front, neither the “East” nor the 
“West” is ready to acquiesce even in a local de- 
feat and sufficient reenforcements will always 
be thrown in at the crucial moment to establish 
a reasonable semblance of the status quo. 


The tragic warfare in Korea may thus have 
some positive results. The military stalemate 
gives the world a foretaste of what a global 
conflict..would be like. Neither side could win 
and neither would admit defeat, but instead of 


one country being devastated, the entire world 
would lie in ruins. If the protagonists of East 
and West read this message in the ruins of Korea, 
then the martyrdom of this divided country 
may yet contribute to a prolonged postpone- 
ment, or even the complete avoidance, of another 
world war. 

Another positive result may perhaps be found 
in the relative quiescence during the past year 
of such danger areas as Yugoslavia and Indo- 
China. One year ago imminent large-scale vio- 
lence had been predicted for these countries. 
This failed to materialize, and though it is im- 
possible to prove beyond a doubt that the main- 
tenance of the uneasy peace in these areas is 
due to the indecisive results in Korea, there are 
reasonable grounds for assuming so. 

The hope for peace in the world thus appears 
to rest on-the maintenance of the uneasy status 
quo. This answer to the world problem of war 
or peace lacks the noble and inspiring ring of 
such slogans as “smash the Communist aggres- 
sors” or “free the world from the chains of Wall 
Street imperialism.” But considering what is 
at stake, we cannot help but feel that this is not 
the time to be uncompromising. On the brink 
of an abyss it is best to keep a firm footing and 
to step warily. 


Exodus From Iran 


T= EVACUATION of the Jewish community of 

Iraq has hardly been completed when a new 
danger area of great urgency has arisen. This 
time it is in Iran. Seventy thousand out of the 
one hundred thousand Jews of this ancient em- 
pire have registered to go to Israel. They must 
be moved soon because the critical situation that 
has arisen in Iran as a result of the controversy 
with Great Britain over the nationalization of 
Iranian oil resources threatens to throw the 
country into a state of turmoil. 

The impending Jewish exodus from Iran to 
Israel once again casts a bright light on the 
unique and peculiar position of the Jews in the 
world. The Jewish community in Iran is small, 
less than one percent of the population of the 
country. It is a poverty stricken group and can- 
not be said to arouse the envy of its neighbors. 
It is a culturally backward community, in west- 
ern terms, and except for its religion does not 
differ sharply from the surrounding population. 
It is an old established community and its resid- 
ence in Iran dates back to the days of the ancient 
Persian and the later Parthian empires. The 
relative handful of Iranian Jews cannot there- 
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fore be considered as alien newcomers by their 
fellow citizens. Furthermore, though Iran is a 
Moslem country it is not an Arabic land and 
there is no reason why the hostility felt by 


Arabs toward Jews as a result of the conflict 
over Palestine should thrive there. 

Yet despite all these factors that should con- 
tribute to a sense of security and belonging in 
the country, the Jews of Iran intuitively felt 
that in time of crisis they are likely to become 
innocent scapegoats and instinctively reacted 
with the age-old Jewish response—exodus. Re- 
mote as they are from the articulate West, they 
have not been subjected either to Zionist or anti- 
Zionist propaganda. They have not read—nor 
even heard of—the bulky volumes dealing with 
the subconscious workings of the anti-Semitic 
mind that are published in New York and else- 
where. But as soon as the rumblings of unrest 
were heard in the country, they realized that 
whatever the outcome, whether Iranian nation- 
alist sentiment wins, or. Great Britain retains 
its control of the oil fields, or the communist 
Tudeh party takes control, they would be among 
the first to suffer. 

On pain of being redundant it is necessary to 
stress once more that the addition of the Jews 
of Iran to the list of those communities that 
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have already staged their exodus to Israel, or are 
in the midst of this process, imposes new bur- 
dens on Israel and new responsibilities on Ameri- 
can Jewry. The truism of the above statement 
is so evident that it would not be necessary to 
repeat it, were it not for a certain apathy that 
has become apparent among Jews in this coun- 
try. American Jews have become so accustomed 
to hearing about exoduses from Yemen, Iraq, 
Poland, Germany, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, that the 
urgent need of another Jewish community to 
flee to Israel may strike only a weak chord of 
response. Yet it is necessary to bear in mind 
what a tremendous new burden upon Israel— 
a financial and social burden—it will be to ab- 
sorb another seventy thousand pauperized, back- 
ward immigrants who must be provided with 
work, housing, credit and education. American 
Jews can do little about the social and cultural 
aspects of the absorption of these immigrants 
from iran—that is Israel’s historic task which 
cannot be shared with any other Jewish commu- 
nity. But on the material plane of providing 
the means for their absorption and economic 
integration, American Jews can do much more 
than they have already done by way of increas- 
ing contributions to UJA and buying more 
Israel bonds. 


The Case of the Eleven Communists 


by Hayim 


EDIEVAL SCHOOLMEN were often troubled 
by the question whether, considering that 
God was omnipotent, He was also capable of re- 
nouncing his all-powerfulness. It was dangerous 
to admit such a possibility, for in that case a 
day might come when God would decide to do 
so and become somewhat less than omnipotent 
or, God forbid, even devoid of power. It was 
even more dangerous to deny Him that pre- 
rogative for then it would be an admission that 
God was a prisoner of his own power, not free 
to indulge all his wishes. This problem was de- 
bated back and forth for quite a long time until 
everyone wearied of it and it was forgotten. 
Some modern discussions regarding constitu- 
tional rights and the sovereignty of the people’s 
will are tinged with a trace of the same futile 
and hair-splitting reasoning. Is the nation always 
and in all respects sovereign? Does a nation have 
the right to do as it pleases at all times? Should 
that be the case, does a nation also have the right 
to renounce its rights and delegate its sovereign- 
ty to someone else—to a Duce, a Fuebrer, a 
Monarch, a Politburo? If it does not have the 
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right to delegate its sovereignty to someone else, 
is not the nation then limited in its rights—a 
slave of its own freedom? 

Such discussions can go on to the end of time 
without leading to a resolution of the question. 
With this type of ‘reasoning it is possible to 
“demonstrate” that every man is absolutely free 
and therefore cannot be deprived of the right 
to sell himself into slavery, should he choose to 
do so. 

The recent decision of the U. S. Supreme 
Court in the case of the eleven Communist lead- 
ers aroused much discussion that was marked by 
this type of logic. The Supreme Court, it is said, 
is the guardian of the Constitution. Does it have 
a right to infringe on the constitutional rights 
of the individual in the process of safeguarding 
the Constitution? Freedom of speech, press and 
association are guaranteed by the Constitution. 
How could the Supreme Court punish persons 
because they availed themselves of these rights? 
Is it possible, is it permissible, to defend the 
Constitution by deviating from its principles? 
It should be borne in mind, however, that the 
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Constitution of the United States is not a mere 
aggregate of abstract truths having no bearing 
on conditions i in the country, nor is the Supreme 
Court an instrument for the automatic dispensa- 
tion of detached legal verities. The Supreme 
Court is neither a Divine oracle nor an imper- 
sonal calculating machine dispensing correct 
answers. Law making and law interpretation 
can never be as “distinterested” as a mathemati- 
cal formula. That two and two are four does 
not always mean the same thing in the realm 
of “happenings” as it does in arithmetic. Two 
Nazi murderers and two Jews are, in a sense, less 
than four. Nor is the Constitution a list of 
directives to the people and the court. It was 
never meant to be a manual; it is rather a table 
| of guiding principles which set standards for 
legislation and the administration of justice. A 
Supreme Court Justice—or any other judge, for 
that matter—must therefore ask himself from 
time to time: What political principles did the 
framers of the Constitution have in mind, and 
how should a modern judge act under specific 
conditions in order to safeguard the “social con- 
tract” underlying the Constitution? In order 
to protect the constitutional basis of the Repub- 
lic it may sometimes become necessary to in- 
fringe on some of its provisions, just as a doctor 
may be justified in prescribing for his patient a 
medicine containing a certain quantity of poison- 
ous drugs. By the provisions of the Constitution 
no one may be impressed for compulsory labor 
(“involuntary servitude”), but if a forest fire or 
a flood endanger a community, the law may per- 
mit the mobilization of citizens for rescue work. 
No sane person will maintain that this consti- 
tutes slavery or that it infringes on the con- 
stitutional rights of the individual. 

The eleven Communist leaders and their at- 
torneys argued that the entire case against them 
was unconstitutional since freedom of speech 
and of association are guaranteed to every citi- 
zen. Even if they used this freedom to preach 
a political change by revolutionary means, they 
were within their rights. 

Such argumentation is correct in principle. 
The State has no right to mete out punishment 
for the advocacy of any idea. Were the Com- 
munist Party of the United States merely an 
association for the study and the dissemination 
of certain social and political doctrines, the 
courts would have no justification for interfer- 
ing. A great deal of “heretical” books have been 
published in America, and the writings of Marx, 
Lenin and Stalin were never proscribed. Quakers 
were never punished for their pacifict doctrine, 
and even the less respectable Jehovah’s Witnesses 
stand on the street corners throughout the coun- 
try preaching the idea that the very existence 
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of the State is a sin against God. The Federal 
government never seriously interfered with the 
display of their missionary zeal. 

But the Communist Party is neither a reli- 
gious sect nor a study group. It is a conspiratorial, 
militant, and in a sense a para-military organiza- 
tion. No question of academic freedom, or free- 
dom of conscience and of speech, are involved 
when legal action is taken against it. The Com- 
munist Party aims not simply to enlighten and 
explain, but to act and make others act. Nor are 
Communists a political party in the legitimate 
sense of the word. It is not a party that independ- 
ently chooses its program, strategy and tactics. It 
is rather a fighting unit receiving its orders from 
abroad, rigidly disciplined and unequivocally 
loyal to its “invisible” but ever watchful men- 
tors. It may be said that the Communist Party 
is a fanatically patriotic organization, but its 
patriotism is lavished on another state, the “So- 
cialist Fatherland.” Such an organization does 
not indulge in mere theories, and when they ad- 
vocate certain ideas they do so with a view to 
specific subversive ends. 

But even the advocacy of ideas in this manner 
might be tolerated under the constitutional pro- 
visions of free speech. The Supreme Court, how- 
ever, holds that certain types of propaganda are 
punishable when they constitute a threat to so- 
ciety and the State and endanger the very exist- 
ence of the Constitution itself. The punishment 
is not meted out for the dissemination of the 
ideas as such, ,but for advocating them under 
conditions when a “clear and present danger” 
exists. Thomas Jefferson provided the by now 
classical definition of freedom of speech as “A 
right of free communication between citizens 
on their joint interests, whether public or pri- 
vate, and under whatsoever laws these interests 
arise....” As “a natural right (which) is not 
the gift of any municipal law, either of England 
or Virginia, or of Congress. ...” Justice Holmes, 
one of our outstanding interpreters of constitu- 
tional law, never challenged the Jeffersonian 
definition, but in the well known case of Gom- 
pers vs. U. S., he maintained that “The provi- 
sions of the Constitution are not mathematical 
formulas having their essence in their form; 
they are organic living institutions transplanted 
from Englsh soil. Their significance is vital not 
formal; it is to be gathered not simply by taking 
the words and a dictionary, but by considering 
their origin and the line of their growth.” 
Holmes did not want American judges to be 
slaves of the letter of the law, of its verbiage, 
at the expense of its essence. Holmes, and later 
Louis Brandeis, introduced into American legal 
thinking this pragmatic principle of the suprem- 
acy of the fundamental interests of the Republic 
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for which the Constitution is a powerful means 
of defense, not an end in itself. 

Holmes stressed national security, and so did 
Brandeis. Both insisted that “there must be a 
distinction between loose and general talk about 
revolution and words uttered and published in 
times and circumstances which might make them 
likely to set off a social explosion at once.” 
Utterances so formulated and so made as to cre- 
ate a clear and present danger of disorder, riot, 
revolution, or armed resistance may be forbidden 
under this theory. 


‘THE QUESTION at once arises whether in the 

case of the eleven Communist leaders the 
country was faced with a situation under which 
the advocacy of certain ideas could result in a 
clear and present danger. How did their activi- 
ties constitute a danger, one might ask? The 
Communist movement in this country is small 
and weak. The FBI, which claims to be well 
informed on the state of affairs among the Com- 
munists, recently stated that there were less than 
fifty thousand of them in the country. Even if 
one were to include their unaffiliated friends 
and fellow-travellers, an element that despite its 
sympathies is not always prepared to follow the 
Communist party line all the way, the total is 
still an insignificant minority amid a population 
of more than one hundred and fifty millions. 
The communist movement in this country is also 
probably unarmed, and even if it should possess 
some hidden caches, the police forces alone could 
effectively cope with them. A communist up- 
rising in this country at the present juncture 
is unthinkable. Then why was the concept of 
“clear and present danger” applied to the case 
of the Communist leadership? 

This would be a convincing argument if the 
times were normal and we lived in an atmosphere 
of peace. But we actually live in an atmosphere 
of war, not of peace. Thousands of young 
Americans are dying in Korea. Additional troops 
are sent to Germany to meet the danger of a 
Soviet attack on Western Europe. Universal 
military service has been introduced, billions 
are being spent on preparations for a war which 
this country does not want. Industry is rapidly 
passing from civilian to military production. 
Air raid shelters are being constructed. Every 
Saturday noon we hear the rehearsals of the air 
raid sirens. Under these conditions America 
finds itself in the climate of a de facto war, and 
in wartime a fifth column can be more danger- 
ous than enemy troops. What is to be taken into 
consideration is not the size of the Communist 
movement but the fact that it exists, that it is 
rigidly disciplined; that it is not an extremist 
political phenomenon native to the American po- 
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litical scene but rather a conspiratorial organ- 
ization of subjectively honest people dedicated 
to the implementation of all orders coming from 
“the infallible commander.” It is true that the 
Communist Party cannot now undertake to 
seize power in the United States. They are not 
so mad as to dream of such an adventure. But 
they can sabotage and cause damage now, and 
still more should another world war be declared, 
If ordered these devotees will not hesitate to de- 
stroy or damage bridges, factories, means of 
communication, vital technological installations, 
They can obtain political, military, industrial and 
scientific secret data and transfer it to the 
Soviet Union (as some of them did, both here 
and in Great Britain). French, Italian and also 
American communist leaders have openly ex- 
pressed themselves to the effect that should 
another war break out it would be the tragic 
consequence of American war mongering not— 
Heaven forbid—Soviet expansionism. Russia 
wants only peace; “Wall Street” wants only war. 
Communists do not feel obligated to defend 
America in case of a war against Russia. But 
they are not gospel pacifists, nor are they con- 
ditioned to a position of “neutralism” in the 
event of war. They believe that America is the 
chief culprit in the present explosive situation, 
It is therefore not unreasonable to assume that 
they are prepared, when called upon, to perform 
sabotage and to spy in the interests of Russia, 
For such activities the Communist Party is large 
enough. 


The decision of the Supreme Court followed 
in this case the line of reasoning of Justice Hol- 
mes in his (and Louis Brandeis’) dissenting 
opinion in the well known Gitlow case: ““When 
a nation is at war many things that might be 
said in time of peace are such a hindrance to its 
effort that their utterance will not be endured 
so long as men fight, and no court could regard 
them as protected by any constitutional right.” 


But is the nation at war, at the present time? 


The answer was indirectly given by a Supreme 
Court Justice who opposed the decision. In his 
rather appealingly worded dissent Justice Black 
expressed the hope that “in calmer times, when 
present pressures, passions, and fears subside,’ 
this or some later court will restore the First 
Amendment liberties. By implication the Jus- 
tice characterized the decision of the majority 
as a partial suspension of constitutional guaran- 
tees dictated by a situation menacing the security 
of the country. Even in dissenting from the 
rendered opinion Justice Black does not substan- 
tially challenge the Court’s conviction that the 
nation finds itself today in a state of grave 
emergency. 
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Is the Jewish Intellectual Really Alone? 


by Will 


aim FIEDLER’S personal statement, “Plight 
of the Jewish Intellectual” (Congress 
Weekly, April 9, 1951), has the unmistakable 
ring of authenticity. Mr. Fiedler is right in 
thinking that his experience is not his alone and 
that it will seem relevant to others. I too can 
testify to the reality of the “plight” he so poig- 
nantly describes, for I too, emerging from the 
nightmare of an idolatrous Marxism, have had to 
“rediscover God” and to establish my religious 
existence in Jewish terms. There is not a false 
or hollow word in his statement. And yet I 
cannot help but feel that it is not the whole 
truth, that the situation is much more complex 
than he sees it, and perhaps in a way not quite 
so bleak. 

What is the plight to which Mr. Fiedler re- 
fers and why do I think that he overlooks cer- 
tain vital aspects in his statement of it? The 
Jewish intellectual who “returns,” we are told, 
falls into a double isolation. When he makes 
the confession of faith, “[his] closest ‘intellec- 
tual’ friends look at [him] askance, as if 
[he] had admitted some horrible disease . . .” 
Well, this the “returning” intellectual might be 
able to take in his stride. But what does he 
discover in present-day Jewish life to which he 
turns? 


In the orthodox sbuls, the :hasidic fire, the old 
unity of devotion are moribund beneath an em- 
phasis on kashruth, and the endless pilpul, long 
since turned into a substitute for any moving 
faith. In the Reform Temples, the glib young 
Rabbi, with his tags from Freud, his sociological 
jargon, speaks his conviction that God is a “‘cos- 
mological blur.” Like the more debased Protestant 
Churches, the Temples have tended to substitute 
“social service” for religion . . .. These conditions 
do not prevail universally, of course, but in gen- 
eral, American Judaism has made everything its 
center but God: amateur psychoanalysis, collect- 
ing money for the Jewish Appeal, hating all 
Germans, worshipping force, bowing down be- 
fore a revived nineteenth century nationalism. 
The intellectual refugee from the idolatry of 
Stalinism finds the Jewish community making on 
a hundred fronts what seems to him the very 
error from which he is fleeing: the error of bow- 
ing down before the Golden Calf or the False 
Messiah—finding in this or that material, historical 
event the End, which can only be in eternity. 


_ When he tries to speak out his deepest convic- 
tions, “he is regarded with suspicion before he 
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opens his big mouth—a nudnik who has neither 
deep Talmudic learning, nor enough money to 
make a substantial contribution towards the new 
community center...” Vulgarity, sentimen- 
tality, pompous philistinism confront him on 
every side. “As a believer, . .. [he] is uncom- 
fortable enough coming ‘home,’ but as an intel- 
lectual, he finds himself even more alienated 
among his own people. . . His ‘return’ has only 
made him more than ever aware of his aloneness.” 

His isolation is made doubly bitter by the 
realization that “there is already in the Christian 
Church a tradition more than two generations 
old of a radical faith for intellectual converts— 
at once fiercely loving God and despising the 
‘good’ bourgeois believer. Bloy, Claudel, Mari- 
tain, Kierkegaard, Eliot Auden—the new be- 
liever feels at home with these men . . . What 
corresponds to this tradition among believing 
Jews in America?” Perhaps that is one reason, 
Mr. Fiedler suggests, why “many intellectual 
radical Jews... , at their moment of conver- 
sion, turn to Christianity rather than to Juda- 
ism.” Another reason might be, he thinks, that 
“Judaism seems permanently destined to be the 
belief of a harassed minority, but Christianity 
proposes the ideal, at least, of a universal Church 
in which all men will be brothers.” Bleak, in- 
deed, is the lot of the Jewish intellectual “re- 
turning” to Jewish faith. 

‘And yet hopelessness is not my final response,” 
Mr. Fiedler concludes. “In a few days, it will 
be Pesah; my son will rise to ask me the Four 
Questions, and I will tell him, “This is on account 
of what the Lord did for me, when I went out 
of Egypt.’ Did for me! ... Saying that sen- 
tence, I am at one with all who have said it and 
shall say it forever, and are even now, in the 
eternal present tense of God of which the Pass- 
over Haggadah reminds us, being redeemed. In 
that Israel of myth and reality which cannot 
die, my children and I will always be at home.” 


THERE Is so much that is true in this statement, 

so much that clamors to be said, so much 
that in the: saying comes as a shattering word 
of judgment upon the lamentable failures of 
contemporary Jewish life in America, that I 
have to ask myself again: “Is there anything 
wrong, anything inadequate, in it?” I believe 
there is, and I will try, in all fairness and ap- 
preciation, to make clear why I think so. 

In the first place, it seems to me that Mr. 
Fiedler fails to see the deplorable state of con- 
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temporary Jewish life as part of American re- 
ligious life generally, which is in quite as deplor- 
able a condition. I am not unfamiliar with the 
state of American Christianity, and I can as- 
sure Mr. Fiedler that every one of his complaints, 
thoroughly valid as they are, could be duplicated 
many times over from the experience of the 
intellectual Christian. Mr. Fiedler mentions a 
number of significant modern Christian thinkers 
(Bloy, Maritain, Kierkegaard et al.) as consti- 
tuting a tradition in the Church. But exactly 
what do these men mean to the ordinary Ameri- 
can churchgoer, Catholic or Protestant? The 
Jewish community is lost in “the error of bow- 
ing down before the Golden Calf or the False 
Messiah”; but how about the Christian commu- 
nity? Mr. Fiedler points to the fundamentalist 
dryrot in the orthodox shul and to the shallow 
substitution of “social service” and “liberal” 
comment for religion in the Reform Temple. 
What does he think goes on in the American 
churches, not merely in the “more debased” kind 
but in the vast majority of them? I have before 
me a report of a study of religious life in an up- 
state town. On an average Sunday, the report 
states, “the Catholics hear exhortations on the 
creed and sacraments, the sanctity of the home 
and the family, the dangers of proscribed litera- 
ture and entertainment, and the threat of com- 
munism. The Protestants in the ‘liberal’ churches 
hear ‘social gospel’ sermons. Three more churches 
preach an emotional fundamentalism . . . Only 
one young pastor is neo-orthodox.” One out 
of some twenty-five! Does Mr. Fiedler think 
that the Christian intellectual convert, especially 
if he is of the radical neo-orthodox variety, meets 
with more understanding than the Jewish in- 
tellectual baal teshubah encounters among the 
“elders” of shul or Temple? Is the vulgarity, 
the sentimentality, the philistinism, the obdurate 
self-righteousness any less in one place than in 
the other? 

I do not make this argument to exculpate the 
synagogue or the Jewish community. Mr. 
Fiedler’s indictment stands. But he should recog- 
nize that the conditions he indicts are part and 
parcel of a larger situation, the consequence of 
the secularist blight that has eaten deep into 
American religious life as a whole. To ignore 
this fact and to attempt to judge the decay of 
Jewish religious life in America in isolation out 
of its context surely does not make for clarity 
and responsibility in one’s own religious life. 

If Mr. Fiedler tends to see what is deplorable 
in modern Jewish life in an unreal isolation, he 
also, it seems to me, tends to overlook altogether 
the important resources available to the “re- 
turning” Jewish intellectual in establishing his 
religious existence and even in bearing witness 
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in word to what he holds to be the core of his 
faith. Mr. Fiedler presents his list of modern 
Christian thinkers and asks: “What corresponds 
to this tradition among believing Jews in 
America?” I am amazed that he does not him- 
self answer: “Martin Buber and Franz Rosen- 
zweig.” Of course, Buber and Rosenzweig are 
not Americans, but neither, for that matter, are 
those on Mr. Fiedler’s list—Eliot is an expatriate 
and Auden, an Englishman, recently natural- 
ized. If Bloy, Maritain, Kierkegaard and the 
rest constitute a “tradition” for American 
Christianity—how many “believing Christians” 
in America are even aware of their existence?— 
why not Rosenzweig and Buber for American 
Judaism? 

I find Mr. Fiedler’s failure to mention these 
men quite incomprehensible. I am sure he knows 
what vast formative influence Martin Buber’s 
existentialist thinking has had on the theology 
of the past three decades. Ronald Gregor Smith, 
Emil Brunner, H. Richard Niebuhr, J. H. Old- 
ham, Nicolas Berdyaev, all in various ways testi- 
fy to this influence. Gregor Smith, in his trans- 
lator’s introduction, goes so far as to say that 
“in view of [its] influence alone, it may be 
affirmed that I and Thou will rank as one of the 
epoch-making books of our generation,” and 
Oldham, in a work the title of which, “Real Life 
is Meeting,” is taken from Buber, doubts 
“whether any book has been published in the 
present century the message of which, if it 
were understood and heeded, would have such 
far-reaching consequences for the life of our 
time” And Rosenzweig, though unfortunately 
not so well known because of the inaccessibility 
of his works, has still made enough of an im- 
pression even in America for various aspects of 
his thought to be made the subject of seminars 
and discussions in a number of colleges. Par- 
ticularly relevant is Rosenzweig’s profound in- 
sight into the dialectic relation between Juda- 
ism and Christianity. In terms of this concep- 
tion, the “ethnic” particularity of Judaism, 
which Mr. Fiedler rightly notes to be a stumb- 
lingblock to so many Jewish intellectuals, is seen 
to be an aspect of the universal providence of 
God, a source of significant self-understanding 
rather than of embarrassment. 


ME. FIEDLER’s omission of Buber and Rosen- 

zweig is the more surprising because Buber, 
and Rosenzweig too, have an understanding of 
Jewish faith very much like his own. “To the 
returning Jew, unwilling to accept peace of 
mind as a sufficient Judaism,” Mr. Fiedler states, 
“the heart of Jewish belief seems to be in the 
phrase, ‘The Messiah will come’ . . . This sense 
of the endless futurity of redemption strikes me 
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as the essential beauty and truth of Judaism.” 
These words seem like an echo of Buber, who 
says: “Redemption is always coming, but it is 
never here”; “He who does not himself remem- 
ber that God brought him forth from Egypt, he 
who does not himself await the Messiah, is no 
longer a true Jew.” Mr. Fiedler could find 
strong ground for the kind of Jewish faith he 
afirms in Buber and Rosenzweig, who are among 
the most profound and germinal thinkers of our 
time, and yet he does not so much as mention 
their names! 


And not only Buber and Rosenzweig. Even 
—or rather especially—in the older Rabbinic 
writers, in good part accessible to the non- 
scholar, he could find the theological tradition 
he seeks, at least the materials for it. Buber and 
Rosenzweig, for all their modernity, are not 
essentially innovators; they are contemporary 
representatives—the best contemporary repre- 
sentatives—of the authentic tradition of Jewish 


faith. 


In other words, Mr. Fiedler is not quite so 
alone as he imagines. I am disturbed and per- 
plexed that he should not see this. Why should 
he let himself be driven into isolation so easily? 
Why does he not appropriate what is his for the 
taking—a religious tradition as vital and as rele- 


vant to human existence as any in the world. 


today? Isn’t there a touch of self-isolation, self- 
deprivation, in the plight he so movingly 
describes? 


And this ‘brings me to my third point. Is it 
quite true that the American Jewish commu- 
nity, the religious community, is so empty, so 
spiritually inert, that it is utterly inaccessible 
to any new word? I cannot think so. In such 
things, it is personal testimony that counts; 
since, however, a parade of personal testimony 
would clearly be impossible, let it suffice to say 
that cases could be mentioned of “newcomers” 
with convictions on what constitutes “the heart 
of Jewish belief” very like Mr. Fiedler’s who have 
not been denied the opportunity of making 
themselves heard but have, on the contrary, 
been sought out, made welcome and given a 
forum for the communication of their very 
far from popular convictions. Despite all the 
vulgarity, philistinism and smug self-righteous- 
ness they have encountered, their “return” has 
not meant deeper isolation but rather a new 
and broader foundation of life. I know that no 
amount of such facts can cancel out a single 
item of Mr. Fiedler’s indictment; they do, how- 
ever, show that there is another side to the 
story, which cannot be ignored. What Mr. 
Fiedler says is true, very true; yet it is not 
the whole truth, and there are circumstances 


_gaard, Eliot and Auden, of 
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where a partial truth may, in the end, prove 
very misleading. As against the self-important 
philistines who act as though they had a proprie- 
tary right in Judaism, we must stand with Mr. 
Fiedler, but at the same time, we ought not 
to overlook the fact that Jewish life in America, 
even institutional life, is not hopelessly lost, but 
reveals undercurrents of freshness and vitality, 
especially among the younger people. Perhaps 
Mr. Fiedler is not alone after all. 


Ayr «ts pesrest level, it seems to me, the ques- 
tion of “aloneness” is a question of what it 
is to which one “returns.” Is it simply Judaism, 
the Jewish community or religion to which one 
“returns?” No; basically, ultimately, i it is to God 
that one “returns,” if one really “returns” at all. 
“For thou hast made us for thyself, and our 
heart is restless till it rest in thee.” Mr. Fiedler, 
I am sure, understands this very well, but he 
does not seem to draw its consequences. For if 
one rests in God, and to the degree that one rests 
in God, one is never really alone. There is no 
aloneness with God, and for the Jew, being 
with God means being with Israel, however dis- 
tasteful Jewish community ways, institutions 
and standards may be. Mr. Fiedler speaks with 
longing and admiration of the tradition, which 
he attributes to Bloy, Claudel, Maritain, Kierke- 
“at once fiercely 
loving God and despising the ‘good’ bourgeois 
believer.” But such a tradition, insofar as it 
exists—only Bloy and Kierkegaard, it seems to 
me, are tainted with it—is as un-Christian as 
it is un-Jewish. One may detest sham, medio- 
crity, emptiness of heart, vulgar conformism, 
but one may not, in love of God, despise the be- 
liever, no matter how “bourgeois.” And that, 
I think, goes to the heart of the matter. 
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Jewishness—No Exit 
by Gabriel Gladstone 


T° THE list of those Jewish intellectuals who 
have felt it necessary to make public con- 
fession of their private attitude to Jewishness, 
Leslie Fiedler, poet, critic and short story writer, 
has now added his name. Soul-searching can 
be found within any culture, but one can’t 
help wondering sometimes about the particular 
form in which the Jew, with a flourish of trump- 
ets, proclaims himself an anguished sceptic. 
Sceptics, one feels, ought to be more modest. 
The question Mr. Fiedler raises of how one 
can live as a Jew is as meaningless as the ques- 
tion of how one can live as a Negro. Fiedler ad- 
mits that, given another Hitler, he can qualify 
to die as a Jew, but he fails to realize that his 
Jewishness is determined by just such, and a 
whole host of other—if less menacing—facts. 
One is treated as a Jew and that is all there is to 
it; whether one shall live as a Jew has not been 
left up to the Jew to decide. One must live 
as one. I live as a Jew when, upon opening a 
Hebrew book in a subway, I wonder how 
much antagonism I have aroused. When I am 
refused a job because I am Jewish I am living 
as a Jew, and when I feel resentment against 
those who rejected me I am living as a Jew. 
When I say that I loathe totalitarianism and 
support most of the policies of the Administra- 
tion and then painfully realize how very ab- 
stract my politics are because I would have all 
sorts of emotional hesitations about fighting side 
by side with men who dislike me and would, in 
some cases, welcome my extinction, then I am 
living as a Jew. When I am at the end of my 
patience with America and ponder alternatives 
to capitalism I could support, I am living as a 
Jew, because I know that no matter what has 
led others to the brink of opposition it is my 
Jewishness that has led me. It is because I am 
treated as a Jew that it is so easy for me to 
enter sympathetically into the plight of other 
minorities and the plight of the exploited. My 
radicalism was forged upon my Jewishness and 
when I am radical I am living as a Jew. The 
question of how one can live as a Jew is, how- 
ever, usually raised by school teachers, who 
should really be the last to worry about it, since 
the nervous effort almost every Jewish teacher 
I ever met made to speak elegant, too-perfect 
English indicated that they were living as Jews 
every professional minute of their lives. 
The question of Judaism has nothing to do 
with the question of Jewishness. The Jew who 
practices Judaism to the letter is no more Jew- 


ish than the one who never sets foot in a syn- 
agogue. One may fret all one likes .at a Jew- 
ishness one never had a hand in molding and 
complain endlessly about its content but it ex- 
ists just the same. Radicals, in the name of in- 
ternationalism, may turn their back on Judaism, 
but on their Jewishness, until they accomplish 
their ideal society, they never can. 

To compare Jewishness, the social pressure 
Jews are under and their multiform reaction 
to it, with Judaism, the study and practice of 
Jewish Law, is to compare what is chiefly a 
socio-psychological fact with what is a theologi- 
cal or ethical one. Jewishness is thus the broader 
of the two concepts. Jews, by virtue of the 
milieu into which they are born, adopt certain 
attitudes and patterns of behavior which are 
at once the results and content of their Jew- 
ishness. Some practice Judaism, others do not, 
but in any case Judaism can only serve to guide 
one’s Jewishness, which can never disappear 
from an un-equalitarian society. Though I can- 
not dictate to Leslie Fiedler whether he should 
or should not go to synagogue, I can only sug- 
gest that he labors under a strange confusion 
if he imagines that he varies his Jewishness as 
he varies his religious observances. His Jewish- 
ness will continue from one year to the next 
even if his synagogue attendance does not. Upon 
whatever foundation his Judaism is erected, his 
Jewishness is founded on something real and in- 
escapable. Seen from this point of view, Jew- 
ishness is a fact which admits of no quantita- 
tive evaluations, and to speak of someone as 
more or less Jewish is meaningless. 

The plight of the: Jewish intellectual seems 
to me a special case of the plight of the Jew, and 
though Fiedler chooses to treat it as a case apart, 
the problem which agitates him agitates also 
many others and in very much the same way. 
This is the question of one’s relations to Judaism 
and the Jewish community. Fiedler makes the 
mistake of believing that his Jewishness is in- 
volved in his relations to Judaism. He is dis- 
turbed over the possibility of losing his and his 
family’s Jewishness because his own Hebrew 
education has been neglected. I think this ap- 
prehension is at the bottom of that solemnity 
which so often pervades Jewish festivities. Seders 
can be a terrible strain when the head of the 
house has set himself doggedly to the task of 
transmitting something tangibly “Jewish” to his 
children; when it could be so different if he 
made up his mind before sitting down to table 
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that, however the thing comes off, his children’s 
Jewishness is not in jeopardy—his Gentile neigh- 
bors have seen to that—and that even if he 
dozes off over the fifth cup of wine his son 
cannot spite him by abjuring his Jewishness. 
Recognition of the fact that Jewishness cannot 
be lost would restore Judaism to the level of 
something one participates in out of belief and 
not as a duty toward posterity. 


There is, indeed, one respect in which Jewish 
intellectuals are different from other Jews and 
it is the greater temptation to which they are 
susceptible to minimize the importance of Jew- 
ishness. Many Jews regard their Jewishness as 
a trap and make an effort to escape it by sup- 
posing Jewishness to be narrower than it really 
is. Jewishness may then be identified by them 
with Judaism or the eating of certain foods, 
and he who can reject both with a clear con- 
science supposes that he has rejected Jewishness. 
But Jewish intellectuals are in an especially pro- 
pitious position to attempt to limit the signifi- 
cance of Jewishness. Since alienation from the 
cominunity is as much a fact for them as it is 
for intellectuals within any culture, the tempta- 
tion is irresistible to many of them to define Jew- 
ishness in communal terms, imagining that their 
isolation, which they are at great pains to em- 
phasize, is the sign of their triumph over Jew- 
ishness. Fiedler complains that his ties to Jew- 
ishness are ambiguous because the Jewish com- 
munity seems to him to be interested only in 
sanitary plumbing, which is just as silly as it 
would be for Richard Wright to declare that 
his inability to find suitable companions among 
members of his own race had confronted him 
with the danger of losing his Negroness. 


The incessant declaration of rootlessness be- 
comes for the Jewish intellectual a declaration of 
his un-Jewishness, which is why it is reiterated so 
tirelessly and with such tenacity. It is for this 
reason that so many American Jewish writers 
who have turned their talent to the exploration 
of so-called Jewish themes can-see in Jewishness 
little more than latkes or gefilte fish. So many 
issues of Commentary, for example, overflow 
with this kind of “utopian” symbolism. The 
state of affairs the Jewish writer describes is the 
state he would like to see exist. He flirts with 
the notion that his Jewishness has no more than 
an olfactory or digestive hold upon him. This 
is why, most typically “Jewish” stories by 
American Jewish writers offend with their 
coarseness and vulgarity. No matter how much 
deference the author may seem to intend, the 
vulgarity which escapes corresponds to his 
deepest wish. In this case the demands of his 
art, which ordinarily frowns on parody, have 
collided with a stronger demand, the need to 
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degrade in order to make the act of exorcism 
all the easier. 

Though the Jewish intellectual flaunts his dis- 
affection with Judaism in the hope of convinc- 
ing us that once he can make out a victorious 
case against it he has won his private war against 
Jewishness at the same time, his compulsion to 
flee from Jewishness prevents him from even 
giving Judaism a fair hearing, his bias rendering 
him inept even at the work of demolition. When 
Leslie Fiedler speaks about Christian faith he 
refers to Bloy and Maritain, but the discussion 
of Judaism is swamped beneath the usual parody 
of Jewish institutions. He sees, apparently, no 
unfairness in comparing the theory of the one 
with the practice of the other, and he pits Jaques 
Maritain and Leon Bloy against a hypothetical 
Freud-spouting rabbi. This is the sort of think- 
ing Fiedler would never permit himself in a 
work of literary criticism but can well allow 
himself here. Men, notoriously, will employ any 
means of escape. 

The belief, in whatever guise, that Jewishness 
is susceptible of emasculation, must be classed 
under the head of wishful thinking. So one 
may dispel the Jewish intellectual’s dubious 
fears for Judaism by suggesting that his Jew- 
ishness is made of sturdier stuff. ‘“Hopelessness,” 
Fiedler makes a concession, “is not my final 
response.” Why not, when everything he has 
said would lead us to believe that it should be? 
Because, come Passover, and the extent of his 
Jewishness is brought intimately home to him 
in the pinch of emotion he feels when his son 
asks him the Four Questions. To attempt to 
disinfect Jewishness by seeing it in so impotent 
a light appears disingenuous. 

For us, in America, Jewishness has no foresee- 
able end. Jews will continue to assimilate more 
and more, as time goes by; they will continue 
to ease their way by pretending that Jewishness 
is no more than a symbol, a myth, and then con- 
clude that the symbol and the myth are mean- 
ingless to them and discard them in the delusion 
that they are discarding their Jewishness as well. 
But their Jewishness will always remain identical 
with the very things they dare not do, the areas 
they dare not trespass, the books they dare not 
write, the gestures they dare not make. It is 
not a very pretty prospect and I would prefer 
to see American Jewishness take another form. 
Like the misery of the poor who can think only 
of money, the misery of the assimilationists is 
that they can think only of their Jewishness 
and of little else. Jewishness is their monomania. 
While the Jew who faces up to his Jewishness 
as the central fact of his American existence, 
and a fact which impinges upon him every cor- 
ner he turns, can write and think whatever he 
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pleases, the Jewish assimilationist is capable of 
no more than a defensive response. He can deal 
with only special things and then only in a very 
special way. He really has little intellectual or 
artistic free will at all. 

The Jew, on the other hand, who unflinching- 
ly scrutinizes his status and the multiple effects 
it has upon his total life, who settles his account 
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with Judaism one way or another, arrives at 
Jewish self-consciousness and carries his insight 
over into an opposition which sanity and pride 
would seem to enjoin, is, it seems to me, acting, 
not merely reacting, not simply lying down 
docilely in the bed others have made for him, 
He has a chance of living, I would say, the finest 
most fruitful life possible for a Jew in America, 


The Sins of The Jewish Intellectual 


by Shlomo Katz 


T= SHOCK of the recent Jewish experience 
in Europe for a time awakened even the 
most indifferent Jewish “intellectuals” to ex- 
amine themselves and their relationship to the 
world. There followed a flood of articles delv- 
ing into the intellectual’s psyche, his past, his 
place in the community, his aloneness, his love 
affair with Anglo-Saxon culture and, oh, his 
terrible sense of alienation. Of late these self- 
autopsies have become less numerous, and it 
might not be amiss to try to sum up what many 
of our Intellectuals (the capital “I” is not ac- 
cidental) have contributed to the understand- 
ing of themselves and of the Jewish situation in 
general. It must be stated at the outset that the 
result is, regrettably, not very gratifying. 

We chose Leslie Fiedler’s article “Plight of 
the Jewish Intellectual” which appeared in Con- 
gress Weekly of April 9, as a barometer for the 
pressures operating within the Jewish intellectual 
not because it is an exhaustive statement. On the 
contrary, it is a very brief piece. But in its very 
brevity it contains the basic confusions, contra- 
dictions and even dishonesties of a sort charac- 
teristic of many of our “Intellectuals.” 

What are the basic and unforgivable faults 
which seem to plague the Jewish intellectuals in 
America? (It should be made clear that the 
discussion concerns those who had expatriated 
themselves from the Jewish community and its 
problems and when the Nazi shock jolted them, 
had to find their way back, and not those who 
always squarely faced their problems as Jews.) 

Perhaps the worst sin of the American Jewish 
intellectual is arrogance. “I am an Intellectual,” 
Leslie Fiedler declares. This is a characteristic 
statement to be encountered to the point of 
boredom among the Jewish writers, teachers 
and free-lance journalists of whose point of view 
Mr. Fiedler’s article is representative. The im- 
plication of this assertion is that the speaker be- 
longs to a more refined, more initiated, somehow 
superior category of Jew. He must be treated 
with special gentleness for, verily, his tastes are 


so delicate. Not for him the everyday fare con- 
sumed by ordinary mortals. There was a time, 
only a brief two decades ago, when this same 
type of Jewish intellectual used to announce 
with equal arrogance: “I am a proletarian,” or 
“I am a revolutionist” as if being a proletarian 
(mostly unemployed) or being a revolutionist 
was in itself a guarantee of being in the right 
and of the ultimate good. As Mr. Fiedler says: 
“There seemed to be in the ‘30’s answers to 
Nazism superior to a ‘return’ to Judaism, and 
there was the specially hopeful dream of the Sov- 
iet Internationale.” Today that is passé. But 
our intellectuals have not quite learned the lesson. 
Having discarded pilpulistic discussions of the 
finer point of Marxism for equally pilpulistic 
discussions of the mysteries of Instress of In- 
scape, the young Jewish intellectual of today 
who deigns—perhaps compelled by a sense of 
guilt—to dabble in his Jewishness, comes upon 
the scene and offers with much hateur his identi- 
fication card proclaiming him an intellectual. 
Having identified himself as such he seems to 
feel that he has certain special rights and prerog- 
atives. One of these is that the Jewish commu- 
nity owes him a quick and clear definition of 
what constitutes Jéwishness, Judaism, Jewish 
culture and a host of related matters. Moreover, 
these definitions must meet with his immediate 
approval, and his specialized avant guarde liter- 
ary tastes, else from the eminence of his intellec- 
tualism he will proclaim them dull, middle class, 
petty bourgeois, mid-Vivtorian nonsense. It is 
not for him to study and to examine. He is only 
to be waited upon. And unless he receives an im- 
mediate and acceptable description of the Jewish 
God and a convincing statement why one should 
believe in Him, he, the intellectual, vaguely 
threatens to be overcome by ennui and forth- 
with to retire to his private preserve on the Left 
Bank of Fourteenth Street. Hence the condescen- 
sion and disdain with which Jewish intellectuals 
speak of the Jewish community. Here is how Mr. 
Fedler defines them: “. . . in general, American 
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Judaism has made everything its center but God: 
amateur phychoanalysis, collecting money for 
the Jewish Appeal, hating all Germans, woxship- 
ping force, bowing down before a revived nine- 
teenth century nationalism.” Not a word of 
sympathy, not a note of compassion. Not even 
a desire to reform. Merely a contemptuous revul- 
sion, bolstered by a great impatience with this 
distasteful mob among whom it is even un- 
pleasant to go slumming. 

Of course one might ask our Jewish Intellec- 
tuals: What is wrong with collecting money for 
the United Jewish Appeal? Or: Is Zionism mere- 
ly nineteenth century nationalism? What nine- 
teenth century nationalist movement had set out 
to bring about an ingathering of a dispersed and 
hunted people? Or: Do our Jewish intellectuals 
prefer twentieth century nationalism? 


It would be futile to ask our intellectuals these 
and many other questions. They come like 
spoiled children to take, not to give; and what- 
ever they find they are displeased with. Con- 
vinced of their superiority and the perfection 
of their grammar, some of them condescend to 
accept (lucrative) positions of leadership in the 
community. But to consider this community 
with any degree of sympathy? Perish the 
thought. Does not “the Jewish community to 
which he (the intellectual) turns, distrust in- 
telligence, hate serious literature, fear religious 
fervor and believe really only in success and san- 
itary plumbing?” Such an awful people; it can’t 
even put on an amusing show for the Intellec- 
tuals; just a bunch of greenhorns who lost their 
native quaintness. 

The arrogance and condescension so typical 
of this type of Jewish intellectual of today is 
perhaps only equalled by their confusion and 
lack of self-understanding. Once again we will 
quote Mr. Fiedler. One moment he says:“‘When 
anybody else asks me, you understand, I am a 
Jew; when I question myself, I am not so sure.” 
And he dramatically exclaims: “I must know 
how to live as one.” Indeed, here is a picture of a 
man trying to seize the truth by the horns, a 
picture so pathetic that it should wring sympa- 
thy even from the flint-hearted Jews who be- 
lieve only in success and sanitary plumbing. 

For a moment one wonders: if the Jewish in- 
tellectual is not sure he is a Jew, why does he 
proclaim himself as such when others ask him? 
What principles does he uphold in doing so? 
Would it not be intellectually more honest to 
say simply to all questioners: I don’t know what 
Iam. Could it be the result of a sense of guilt? 
That a decent person dare not dissociate himself 
from the hunted, the oppressed, the ones who 
only yesterday were being exterminated in gas 
chambers? In that case, why the cute evasion 
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and the flirtatious assertion that he doesn’t really 
know what he is? Isn’t the principle: I am my 
brother’s keeper! enough to make one live as a 
Jew? 

It is indeed, and Mr. Fiedler as well as other 
Jewish intellectuals probably know it. He de- 
clares: “Exile is the essential fact of my life.” 
Yet, having said so, he prefers to ignore that 
this, precisely, is one of the essentials of living 
as a Jew. Most of the Jewish observances and 
the bulk of Jewish social ideals revolve about the 
fact of exile—and each is free to interpret this 
concept to suit his own taste. Yet, having ack- 
nowledged exile as the main theme of his life, 
Mr. Fiedler and other intellectuals piously and 
melodramatically insist on asking: How can I 
live as a Jew? 

Is is lack of understanding on the part of the 
Jewish intellectuals, or merely wilful, precious, 
toying with words? 

It is probably neither. But it may be some- 
thing worse. It may be simple snobbishness, the 
same vulgar kind of snobbishness of which the 
average yénte is accused. For if exile is the es- 
sential fact of Jewish life, then the intellectual 
and the average Jewish man or woman are in 
the same category. But this thought is inadmissa- 
ble to our intellectuals. The whip of events has 
forced upon them the realization that they are 
not, and likely never will be, one hundred per- 
cent Anglo-Saxons. But identify themselves 
with the’ hoy polloy of the Jewish community? 
Heaven forbid! If exile is the distinguishing 
trait of Jewish life, then why sneer at the United 
Jewish Appeal? Are not its funds used to gather 
the dispersed? But such reasoning might lead 
them to the conclusion that they must descend 
from the rarefied atmosphere of the heights of 
their intellectualism and perhaps even actually 
participate in the much despised Jewish Appeal; 
it would place the writers of profound literary 
criticism in the same class with cloakmakers 
from the Bronx or even Yemenites fleeing not to 
Montana but to Israel. This, of course, our intel- 
lectuals will not consent to. It is one thing, on 
occasion, to speak or write nostalgically of hot 
pastrami and lox and baigel; it is an entirely 
different matter to renounce the soothing haze 
of romantic self-dramatization for the sake of 
an esthetically displeasing but very real sense 
of exile. 

Jewish. intellectuals tend to segregate them- 
selves in small arty cliques where they can ex- 
hibit before each other the wounds of their “‘alie- 
nation” and “‘aloneness,” If they find happiness 
in this state of affairs, they are to be congratu- 
lated. But when they emerge from their retire- 
ment to air their aches and views, they would be 
more effective, and more seriously listened to, 
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if they were to abandon some of their arrogance, 


condescension and snobbishness. The. intellec- 
tuals talk of alienation. What do they know of 
it? There is more alienation and rejection and 
exile in any one bit of Jewish community life in 
the country (though, admittedly, the manners 
of that community life might be distasteful) 
than all the intellectuals luave dreamed up in the 
course of their lucubrauons. 


Reading Leslie Fiedler’s article, and many 
similar pieces, one is involuntarily inclined to 
remind (or inform) their authors of a Jewish 
custom common in eastern Europe not so long 
ago. Whenever a man became seriously troubled 
at heart for some reason, whether because of 
sinful thoughts and desires, or because of doubts 
in God and the way He operated the world, he 
would go into self-imposed exile (oprichten 
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golus). He would abandon home and hearth 
and, taking only the bare necessities with him, 
would start out for an unknown destination, 
wandering from one town to another, living on 
handouts, never disclosing his identity. Such 
self-imposed exile sometimes lasted many years. 
It would end only when the exile once more 
found peace. Until such time he would not cry 
out about his troubles and most certainly not 
preach to others. With his doubts resolved the 
exile would return home and then felt free to 
tell what great vision or experience resolved 
his torments. This old and unfortunately ab- 
andoned custom seems to hold a lesson for those 
American Jewish intellectuals whose troubled 
souls are so frequently on exhibit, who sneer at 
the very people they claim they wish to rejoin 
and who would offer their confusions as ade- 
quate credentials for leadership. 


The Communist Party of Israel 


by A. 


iy Is A FACT frequently overlooked that the 
Communist Party of Israel is one of the oldest 
political parties in the country. Thirty years 
ago there were no Mapai or General Zionist 
Party, or Progressive Zionists, not to speak of 
Mapam, which is a newcomer. But as far back 
as three decades ago there existed an active Com- 
munist Party in the country. It underwent 
many transformations during this time, but these 
affected its name mostly. It was variously nown 
as MOPS (the initials of the Hebrew name So- 
cialist Workers Party), JKP, PKP, The Fraction 
and, more recently as MAKI (Israel Communist 
Party). The essential nature of the party 
changed but little, and the degree of its influence 
also remained stable. During the elections to 
the first conference of the Histadrut thirty years 
ago the Communists won six out of eighty six 
delegates. This was the peak of their influence. 
Ever since they averaged two to four percent of 
the electorate. 

The Communist Party of Israel differs from 
the other political organizations in the country 
by its lack of a written history. Anyone seek- 
ing information about its past will find neither 
book, magazine nor newspaper article dealing 
with this subject. This is surprising. The His- 
tory of the Communist Party (Bolsheviks) of 
the Soviet Union is a basic text for the under- 
standing of Bolshevism and has been distributed 
in millions of copies. All good Communists 
throughout the world consider it must reading. 
Other Communist parties attach great import- 
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ance to the study of their histories (despite the 
frequent gaps between the written histories and 
the actual facts of history). Only in Israel do 
the Communists attach no importance to the 
knowledge of their past. This is regrettable and 
we must not reconcile ourselves to this situa- 
tion. Familiarity with the history of the Israel 
Communist Party is a basic requirement for an 
understanding of this organization. Lacking an 
official history we are compelled to resort to an 
unofficial survey of the past of this organization. 

The first Communists came to Eretz Israel 
(Palestine) in 1919 with the third aliyah. It is 
not easy to find an answer to the question why 
they went there at all. Young Jewish revolu- 
tionists had an opportunity to participate in the 
preparations for the world revolution in the 
political centers of Europe. Why did they choose 
to go to a distant corner of backward Asia where 
they would have to serve British imperialism 
through the reactionary Zionist movement that 
acted as a “watchdog” of this imperialism? We 
will not try to find an answer to this question 
and will merely point to a similar manifestation 
in our own day when scores—perhaps hundreds 
—of Jewish Communists left the ‘Peoples’ De- 
mocracies” and went to “Marshallized” Israel, 
instead of staying at home and helping to build 
socialism. 

The Communist Party of Israel had three basic 
aims from the day of its inception: 1) Support 
of the Arab nationalist movement; 2) War on 
Zionism and 3) Struggle against British imperial- 
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ism. (In respect of the third aim the communist 
party line fluctuated and the opposition to Great 
Britain was suspended after the proclamation 
of the White Paper and after the Soviet Union 
was invaded by Nazi Germany.) As far back 
as the anti-Jewish riots of May, 1920, the com- 
munist spokesmen proclaimed that these had been 
caused by “Zionist provocation.” The commu- 
nist movement then lacked a recognized leader- 
ship and its handful of members were split into 
two factions which did not unite until 1923. 
For a while they were in favor of making Pales- 
tine a mandated area of Turkey whom Moscow 
then held to be more progressive than Great 
Britain. But their chief task consisted in en- 
couraging the Arab nationalist movement and 
fighting against the “romantic nationalist aims 
of the bourgeoisie (Zionism) which is trying to 
win a market for itself in Palestine.” 


HE COMMUNISTS had little success among the 

Arabs. Among the Jews they succeeded in 
persuading a few hundred persons to leave the 
country and to return to their physical or spiri- 
tual homeland, the Soviet Union. Communist 
activity among the Arabs at first was limited 
mainly to sending cables to various Arab con- 
ferences. Thus in 1927 they sent a memo to the 
Seventh Arab National Congress (dominated by 
the Husseinis) in which they recognized it as 
“the only true representation of the Arabs of 
Palestine.” The Arab national movement was 
then still moderate in its opposition to Zionism, 
and in August, 1926, the Communists accused 
it of “treasonable cowardice.” 


Two years after the Arab movement overcame 
this “‘treasonable cowardice” the bloody anti- 
Jewish riots of 1929 broke out and were at once 
greeted by the Communists as a “revolutionary 
situation.” The Communist Party expected to 
assume the leadership of this movement in order 
“to expel the Zionist invaders and parasites,” but 
something went awry and the chief victims of 
the rioting were not ‘Zionist invaders” but per- 
sons of the old Jewish community which was 
not in sympathy with Zionism. The Communist 
International severely reprimanded the Palestine 
Communist Party for its failure to assume leader- 
ship and in a special decision made public on 
October 16, 1929, accused it of a “pacifist ap- 
proach” and demanded the Arabization of the 
party. This implied the expulsion of Jewish 
members and the acceptance of Arabs in their 
stead. The party leadership at first resented this 
decision. But a year later, at their seventh con- 
ference held in December, 1930, they submitted 
and confessed that “we enclosed ourselves in a 
Jewish ghetto and viewed the Arab question 
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from a Jewish angle.” To provide a field of ac- 
tivity for the Jewish members expelled in the 
process of Arabizing the Communist Party, the 
Workers’ Fraction was set up with the aim of 
explaining the new Communist line to Jews. 
But new Jewish members were not to be re- 
cruited as a result of this propaganda since the 
party could not accept new Jewish candidates. 
In its new Arabism the Communist Party tried 
to outdo the slogans of the Arab National move- 
ment. It called for disturbances and a march 
on Tel Aviv during the first and second Macca- 
biah sport festivals. Leaflets were distributed to 
the Germans of Sarona calling upon them not to 
sell land to the Jewish “invaders,” and the Arabs 
were asked to resort to arms whenever Jews tried 
to purchase land. 

The communist share in the riots of 1936-39 
is generally exaggerated. There was no lack of 
willingness to help the Mufti’s bands, but the 
number of Communists in the country was small 
and for practical reasons it was difficult for Jews 
to cooperate with the bands. A few attacks on 
Jewish settlements were organized by Commu- 
nists, but to the best of our knowledge these 
did not lead to loss of life. The Arab Commu- 
nists, on the other hand, suffered heavily in the 
rioting. Many were killed in clashes with the 
Haganah and the British forces. Others were 
arrested. By the end of 1938 communist activi- 
ties among the Arabs came to a virtual halt. 
Among the Jews they lost their influence. They 
hoped for a truce. When the British proclaimed 
their White Paper in 1939 the communist press 
greeted this document as a triumph for the Arab 
national movement. 


Meantime the center of gravity shifted to in- 

ternational affairs. The signing of the So- 
viet-Nazi pact in 1939 forced the Communists 
to adapt themselves to the new Soviet slogans. 
This was difficult enough everywhere else; it 
was doubly difficult for the Communists of Pales- 
tine to sell the Jewish community on the idea of 
“immediate peace with Hitler,” as they tried to 
do in their appeals. This led to a split, and the 
Emeth (Spartacus) group, which could not 
stomach the “peace with Hitler” slogan, broke 
away and advocated instead the “neutralization 
of the Near East.” During this time some leaders 
of the Communist Party were arrested and the 
activity of the organization was greatly hamp- 
ered. But their paper Kol Ha’am (Voice of the 
People) continued to appear. It makes interes- 
ting reading today. When the Allies entered 
Syria to do away with the Nazi threat from that 
direction, Kol Ha’am wrote: “The direct re- 
sult will be to include Palestine in the war; 
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nevertheless the Zionist bands still support Bri- 
tish imperialism.” (May, 1941) Of Hitler’s war 
the communist paper said: “A provocation of 
British imperialism led to the outbreak of the 
war. Conduct of the war is the concern of the 
British alone, not of us, Jews.” (September 29, 
1940) This refrain they repeated even after Tel 
Aviv was bombed by Italian planes and about 
two hundred persons were killed. The bombard- 
ment was “explained” to the people as the re- 
sult of British-Zionist provocation. The Com- 
munists also opposed mobilization which they 
declared was a Zionist trick “to get rid of the 
unemployed.” (May 4, 1941) When Hitler in- 
vaded the Soviet Union the communist line na- 
turally changed, but not at once. They were con- 
fused and were not sure whether joining the 
British forces was now permissible. Some of 
them recommended volunteering for the Russian 
army. But within a few months they became 
supporters of total mobilization and the opening 
of a second front. They then accused Jewish 
organizations of being more interested in the 
realization of Zionist nationalist aims than i in the 
defeat of Hitler. 


The courageous fight of the Russian army 
caused pro-Sovietism to become the fashion in 
Palestine, as it was elsewhere. But the Commu- 
nist Party failed to capitalize on this popularity. 
After the Comintern was dissolved in 1943 the 
Communist Party split into three groups and 
organizational contact with the Arabs was lost. 
iv is difficult to follow the development of these 
three groups, their alternate splits and reunions 
and frequent changes of line. But the eighth con- 
ference of the group known as Palestine Com- 
munist Party, held in May, 1944, demonstrated 
that their basic attitude had not changed. “‘Zion- 
ist immigration,” this conference declared, “‘is 
the vital artery for the implementation of ag- 
gressive Zionist policy; the negative attitude of 
the party to this immigration is therefore self- 
evident.” The Communists frankly admitted 
their support of the establishment of an Arab 
state in Palestine and asked for “full equality 
for the Jewish and other minorities.” They 
further stressed that it was a vital interest of the 
Jewish community to oppose the establishment 
of a Jewish State. Confronted with the over- 
whelming Zionist sympathies of the Jewish com- 
munity in the countnry, the Communists ex- 
plained them as “illusions regarding the possi- 
bility of solving the Jewish question in Pales- 

e.” The group headed by Mikunis (which 
meantime obtained legal status from the govern- 
ment) constituted the largest of the three com- 
munist factions and conservatively followed the 
policies of the twenties and the thirties. 
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The Communists had somewhat better luck 
among the Arabs at this time. The Arab League 
for National Liberation and the Congress of 
Arab Workers grew appreciably and exerted a 
greater influence among the intellectuals and 
workers than was the case in the Jewish commu- 
nity. Though the Arab Communists still paraded 
under nationalist slogans, distributed pictures of 
the Mufti and greeted him upon his return from 
Nazi Germany, they began to take a more posi- 
tive attitude toward the idea of cooperation be- 
tween Jews and Arabs on condition that the 
former renounce immigration and hopes of 
independence. 

Among the Jewish Communists Mr. Mikunis’ 
influence grew and the other smaller groups dis- 
integrated or joined his party. It is noteworthy, 
however, that all the old Communists who had 
been sent to Moscow for instruction in the art 
of revolution during the thirties—with the ex- 
ception of Mr. Mikunis and his wife, Esther 
Wilenska—failed to join the Palestine Commu- 
nist Party. This organization was nonetheless 
recognized as the Communist Party in the coun- 
try. This may be due to the fact that the pres- 
tige of the old Communists dropped in. Russia 
and elsewhere, and new talent which reached the 
party leadership in the forties, was encouraged. 


‘THE EXACT MOMENT of the temporary Zionist 

orientation of the Communist Party of Israel 
can be determined. It took place in June, 1947, 
one day before the closing of the special session 
of the UN Assembly which dealt with the Pales- 
tine problem. On the evening of that historic 
day the news agencies transmitted the speech 
of Andrei Gromyko regarding the right of the 
Jewish people to a homeland and his support 
of the establishment of a Jewish State in case 
it should prove impossible to set up a bi-national 
state in Palestine. That night the leaders of the 
Communist Party were greatly surprised (not 
for the first time in their lives). But this time 
they were pleasantly surprised. Nevertheless it 
took them some months before they regained 
their equilibrium. Semyon Tsarapkin’s speech 
before the UN in October of that year left no 
doubts. The Palestine Communist Party had to 
get used to new slogans in support of a Jewish 
State. Their past experience in quick change- 
abouts helped them out and they successfully 
weathered the new switch. 

For the first time in its history the Commu- 
nist Party accepted the discipline of the Jewish 
national institutions—and later of the govern- 
ment authorities after Israel was proclaimed. 
Communists now joined Hagenahb and later the 
Defense Army of Israel and fulfilled their duties 
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as citizens. At first they lacked a special political 
line. This state of affairs continued till 1949 
when the communist leaders thought they de- 
tected a change in Soviet policy toward Israel, 
as in the case of the internationalization of 
Jerusalem, and felt that they had to adopt a 
policy different from that of the other parties. 
As relations between East and West grew more 
strained, the communist line became more pro- 
nounced. A few months after the conclusion of 
Israel’s war of independence the Jewish Commu- 
nist organization united with the remnants of 
the Arab League for National Liberation which 
had quickly acquired key positions in the Arab 
community. 


How explain the communist lack of success 
among the Jews of Israel after work covering 
decades? It is not difficult to answer this ques- 
tion so far as the past is concerned. They had 
to fail because they did not accept the existing 
national framework as a basis for their work. 
Communists of other countries were no less radi- 
cal in their demands, but a French, an Italian 
or any other Communist never questioned the 
right of the French, the Italians or any other 
people to independence in their homelands. In 
Eretz Israel it was different. Here the Com- 
munists rejected the idea that the Jewish people 
had a right to state sovereignty. Their only suc- 
cess could be measured in terms of the number 
of Jews who left the country. It was not until 
the end of 1947 that the Communists became 
reconciled to the existence of a Jewish State as a 
framework within which to operate. 


But the Communist Party of Israel is still not 
reconciled to the idea of Zionism and the in- 
gathering of the dispersion. Before 1948 this 
party operated as a Palestinian party. This was 
an illusion. Palestine never was a political en- 
tity, except in the official documents of the man- 
datory government. Since 1948 this party is an 
Israeli party. One can oppose its views, but 
there is no denying that from the standpoint of 
logic there is room in Israel for a party that is 
not Zionist. Critics from the left, especially in 
Mapam, have often accused the Israel Commu- 
nist Party of being less national than other com- 
munist parties in the world. This is not so. Its 
only fault—from the standpoint of the Comin- 
form—is that it has not been sufficiently purged 
of petty bourgeois, Titoist and other class ene- 
mies that must have penetrated its leadership. 
(The frequent splits are not the same as purges.) 
Otherwise the Israel Communist Party is typical 
of its kind in the world and is not noticeably 
superior or inferior to any others. 
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KNow ence of the background of the com- 

munist movement in Israel is essential to an 
understanding of the Communist Party, but such 
information is not enough to explain some traits 
that distinguish it. It is an incontrovertible fact, 
for instance, that the members of no other party 
in the country today are so eager to work for 
their party, to sacrifice their time, comfort and 
money, as are the Communists. No other party 
can boast an equal degree of fanatical devotion 
and willingness to work for the organization on 
such poor terms of employment. Membership in 
the Communist Party means to the individual 
something else than it does in other parties. 
Members of Mapai or Mapam also belong to po- 
litical organizations and are active in various 
public functions. But for these the party is only 
part of their lives. They also lead daily lives 
outside it. For the Communist the party is the 
end-all of existence. 


The Communist believes in his party and in 
the correctness of its principles in the same way 
that an Orthodox Jew believes in God and the 
Torah. He would no more debate these princi- 
ples than a pious Jew would question whether 
to perform religious commandments. They are 
taken for granted. Many years ago Communists 
had a scientific view of the world. Even those 
who did not share with them the theses of dia- 
lectical materialism could admit that it was a 
scientific attempt to explain social forces. But 
the Communists have long since renounced his- 
torical materialism, even though they still cling 
to the name. Instead came faith in the leader. 
If it were not for Stalin, there would be no com- 
munism in the Soviet Union. If it were not for 
Stalin, Russia would not have triumphed in the 
war. The people is no longer determining; the 
genial leader determines everything. But the 
infallibility of a leader does not have to be 
proved, it is only necessary to believe in it. 

ne can argue with a Communist about the 
gituation within the Hstadrut, or about the Arab 
minority in the country, or the international 
orientation of Israel, and he is liable to make 
pertinent and correct remarks. His criticism 
may often be justified. But he will not debate 
principles. These are articles of faith. For if it 
should prove that these are incorrect, it would 
mean that the party is wrong and the Com- 
munist’s whole world would collapse. There are 
men so much in love that they cannot give cre- 
dence to talk of the infidelity of their beloved, 
even if that were a widely known fact. There 
are sick people who will not listen to the truth 
about their illness, even though the doctors no 
longer have any misgivings about it. The loyal 
Communist is in much the same situation. Since 
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the party means everything to him, and since it 
is a monolithic party that does not tolerate any 
deviations, he cannot admit that it errs in any 
particular. The communist ideological structure 
is of the sort that collapses if even a single parti- 
tion is removed. The Communist party demands 
all from its members. It is the complete essence 


of his life. 


‘THE Communist Parry of Israel is not a labor 

party; its strength does not reside in or- 
ganized labor. Its leaders are mostly of petty 
bourgeois derivation. A few come from wealthy 
Central European families. Recent elections to 
the Histadrut proved that the number of com- 
munist votes in the unions is smaller than the 
number in general elections. The communists’ 
chief strength lies in the northern Arab villages. 
This is not surprising to those familiar with the 
situation. On the one hand the restrictions that 
were imposed on the Arabs, and on the other 
hand the fact that the Communists consistently 
defended the rights of these villages, contributed 
to communist strength. It is likely that the Com- 
munists will draw more Arab than Jewish votes. 
It must also be remembered that it is easier for 
an Arab to be sympathetic to Communists than 
for a Jew; the traditional communist opposition 
to Zionism does not alienate him from it. 


Another sector of the population among whom 
Communists are likely to win votes are the new 
immigrants, especially those from Eastern Europe 
and Iraq. The majority of these are opponents 
of Communism as a result of their own experi- 
ences with it in post-war Europe. But their own 
encounter with Communism is rapidly receding 
into the past, whereas their hardships as new- 
comers to Israel in the matter of housing and 
appropriate employment are of the present. The 
Israel Communist Party exploits the accumulated 
resentment in the transit camps and some of the 
new settlements and hopes to gain as much as 
ten per cent of the vote in some of these. An 
even more important factor than hardships is 
the psychosis of fear in which many new im- 
migrants still live. The Communists take good 
advantage of this fear. “Were you a member of 
a trade union in Poland or Rumania?” they ask. 
The new immigrant answers in the affirmative, 
for in the countries of ‘Peoples Democracy” 
everyone had to belong to a union. “Then you 
must join our party here,” he is told. To lend 
weight to the demand, the immigrant is shown 
a map, Israel and the Soviet union are pointed 
out, and he is reminded that if the Russians come 
to Israel during a third world war (which will, 
of course, be provoked by the imperialists) it 
will be better for those who did not refuse to 
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join the Communist Party. Some immigrants 
react to this type of intimidation. 

Theoretically Communists are supposed to 
come from the most advanced elements in the 
population; actually it is somewhat different. 
We have already pointed to the Arabs and the 
new immigrants as the main fields of communist 
influence and their chief source of votes. A third 
group of sympathizers consists of people wedged 
between the economic classes; the number of 
these in Israel is not small. These are proprietors 
of very small stores, self-employed artisans, petty 
traders and others for whom migration to Israel 
marked a social decline. The intellectuals of 
Israel provide less of a following for the Com- 
munists than perhaps in any other country. The 
lack of such a group of fellow-travellers ac- 
counts for the low level of the communist party 
paper and of its cultural life in general. 

But though members of the Israel Communist 
Party are distinguished by great devotion and 
idealism, it is also necessary to point to a new 
trend which promises to gain momentum in the 
near future. People tend to join the party not 
out of faith in its principles but as a way toward 
advancement and comfortable, lucrative posts 
in case of a victory of Communism. It should 
be remembered that it is incomparably more con- 
venient to be a Communist in Israel in 1951 than 
it was in 1931 or even in 1941. Ten or twenty 
years ago a Communist was in danger of arrest 
and loss of his job. Today he faces no such dan- 
gers. He may not be able to rise high in the 
Israeli civil service, but otherwise he has no 
ground for complaints. Persons who feel dis- 
gruntled with their failure under the present 
regime and the lack of appreciation for their 
abilities can safely join the Communist Party in 
the hope that a communist victory will sweep 
them to social and professional summits. The 
Israel Communist Party now lacks an adequate 
staff in case it comes to power, and it thus pro- 
vides new members with an excellent incentive 
to “get in line.” The party leaders are aware 
of this motive of many of the new Communists 
who joined the party during the past ten years. 
It is even claimed that some of these have at- 
tained positions of authority in the party. It 
must be admitted, however, that the proportion 
of such careerists is not large. As a general rule 
new members join out of mixed careerist and 
ideological considerations. 


‘THE ComMUuNIST Party stresses foreign affairs. 

It is more important that one should agree 
with the Soviet foreign policies (the peace move- 
ment) than with the social platform of the party. 
The Israel Communist Party still does not have 
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wealthy members, as is the case in some other 
countries, but it is not the vanguard of the 
working. glass. It demands the nationalization 
of the land, disregarding the fact that in Israel 
a greater percentage of agriculture is collecti- 
vized than in most Peoples’ Democracies. It calls 
for the nationalization of foreign monopolies, 
but the only two large foreign industrial con- 
cerns in the country (potash works and oil re- 
fineries) are not now in operation on any ap- 
preciable scale due to, circumstances which the 
Communists cannot affect. Objective conditions 
do not permit the Communists in Israel to con- 
duct an effective propaganda campaign on social 
issues, 

The test of the Israeli Communist is his atti- 
tude toward the Soviet Union and its foreign 
policies. But since the public knows little about 
the U.S.S.R. it frequently happens that persons 
who could support the Communist Party oppose 
it because of inadequate information, and vice 
versa. Both sympathizers and opponents for 
some reason assume that the Soviet Union of 
today is the same as it was in 1921. Some are 
opposed to. the Soviet Union because “the work- 
ers rule there; others classes are suppressed; 
there is no free enterprise; religion is prohibited; 
everybody gets the same wage.” Others support 
it because “the Communist Party is the only 
revolutionary party; because the Soviet Union 
established the only just social order; because 
there is true democracy there; because of Soviet 
humanism and the brotherhood of peoples.” 

The opponents of Communism could be re- 
assured if they knew that there is‘indeed a ruling 
class in the Soviet Union but it is not the work- 
ing class, that there is so much room for free 
enterprise in that country that the wage dif- 
ferences there are far greater than in Israel, that 
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professionals have nothing to fear from a com- 
munist regime on the material plane and their 
material standards—as compared with those of a 
worker or farmer—would be higher than in a 
western democracy. Supporters of the Com- 
munist Party for socialist revolutionary reasons 
should be informed that their information is at 
least thirty years behind the times. 


The leadership of the Israel Communist Party 
today consists of persons of different background 
and varying length of residence in the country. 
Very few communist leaders have been in the 
country thirty years, as in the case of Mr. Mi- 
kunis. Most of them joined the party in the late 
thirties (Wilner, Mrs. Wilenska, Konstantinov- 
ski, Temkin, Biletski, Ehrlich). Some of the 
leaders had belonged to a communist party be- 
fore coming to Israel; others discovered Com- 
munism after their arrival. Since the old leaders 
cannot point to any particular success during 
the years of their leadership it is relatively easy 
for the younger ones to rise in the party hier- 
archy. These are also free of the taint of the 
heritage of “sectarianism.” Among the Arab 
Communists a similar process has been taking 
place. Old-timers like Emil Tuma have been 
relegated to the background and in their place 
came new leaders like Kahil Habibi, Taufik Tubi 
and others from Haifa and Nazareth, persons 
whose names had until recently been unknown. 


It is risky to foretell the chances of any party 
in the coming elections. But experience has 
demonstrated that the Communist Party of Israel 
is subject to smaller fluctuations in the number 
of its voters than any other party. One may 
therefore assume that it will win the same num- 
ber of representatives as it had in the first 
Knesset. 


How “General” are the General Zionists? 


HE FIFTY-FOURTH convention of the Zionist 
Organization of America met in Atlantic 
City. It debated, argued and passed resolutions; 
the delegates cheered, booed and banqueted; the 
convention was greeted and extended greetings 
in return. 


What impressions and conclusions could an 
observer glean from this meeting of an organiza- 
tion always looked upon as the spokesman of 
American Zionism, held in the third year of 
Israel’s existence? 

Perhaps the chief impression was one of crisis 
and a loss how to explain this crisis. The ZOA 





now claims a membership of about 164,000. 
This is a significant drop from the “quarter 
million members” which were cited only about 
a year ago, and marked a letdown in the Zion- 
ist tension in the Jewish community as a whole 
and a decline in interest in the ZOA in particular. 
But instead of facing this crisis, analyzing it 
and getting at the root of the problem, there 
was a pronounced tendency at the ZOA con- 
vention to pass the buck. Ben Gurion is to 
blame. Mapai is to blame. The government of 
Israel is to blame. Ben Gurion slighted the ZOA, 
it was said. He tried to assign to ZOA the 
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limited role of a combined Histadrut Ivrith and 
Hechalutz organization (disseminators of He- 
brew and organizers of pioneering immigrant 
groups). This type of argumentation provided 
excellent rhetorical raw material for fiery ora- 
tions, but it did not tackle the chief problems: 
what is the function of a General Zionist or- 
ganization at this time and what is at the root 
of the crisis. 


Three questions agitated the convention. The 
first was that of status. Now that Israel is in 
existence and many non-Zionist elements, for- 
merly indifferent, have jumped on the pro-Israel 
bandwagon, the official ZOA leadership felt that 
the Zionist movement in America must be given 
some special status of authority by the govern- 
ment of Israel. This status, they made it clear, 
could not be limited to the administration by 
the Jewish Agency of colonization projects in 
Israel or supervision of immigration, but would 
have to include such items as being in charge 
of the fund-raising activities in America. 


The second question was that of the establish- 
ment of a unitary organization in America em- 
bracing the various Zionist groups to act as the 
central body for the entire movement. ZOA 
leaders expressed .themselves in favor of this 
plan in principle, but attached an impossible 
condition to its implementation—that all the 
participating organizations dissolve as such; 
otherwise, Dr. Neumann said, a unitary organ- 
ization would become merely another platform 
for the exercise of the wiles of the smaller par- 
ties to gain control. 


But by far the most important and sharply 
debated issue was that of intervention or non- 
intervention. This referred to the right of a 
Zionist organization outside Israel to influence 
the politics of that country by means of pro- 
viding direct financial and moral assistance to 
a specific political party in Israel. This issue 
became the central theme of the ZOA con- 
vention because—though not one of the dele- 
gates said so explicitly—a decision to back a 
specific party in Israel would automatically 
take the ZOA out of the category of a general 
Zionist body appealing to all Jews irrespective 
of their political or economic views, and trans- 
form it into a political party. 

The fight was waged around a resolution, 
worded innocently enough, to send fraternal 
greetings to the General Zionist Organization 
in Israel (excluding the Progressive Zionists 
who had split off some time ago and partici- 
pated in the Ben Gurion cabinet). The “Pro- 
gressives” in the ZOA fought this effort to 
identify the ZOA with the General Zionist 
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Party of Israel. They lost to the tune of one 
to three. 

By voting three to one to become identified 
with the General Zionist Party of Israel, the 
Zionist Organization of America has, in effect, 
ceased to be a general Zionist organization, 
Names are misleading. The General Zionist 
Party of Israel is not, as its name may lead one 
to believe, a centrist national group aloof to 
class interests. It is an organization represent- 
ing the economic and social interests of the 
manufacturing and business elements in the 
country. It may be compared—insofar as com- 
parisons between organizations in different coun- 
tres are valid—to the Republican Party in the 
United States. It is opposed to economic con- 
trols. It fights for unrestricted free enterprise, 
It glorifies the private enterpreneur. It is defi- 
nitely not in favor of collective bargaining. 

The fight about this resolution had its pathetic 
aspects. On one hand were the Progressives, 
among them such an illustrious figure as the 
venerable Louis Lipsky, holding out for the 
generous, broad Zionist approach supporting 
creative effort whereyer it stemmed from, that 
had characterized the Zionist movement in past 
decades. On the other side there was bitter 
partisanship marked by a poorly concealed 
hunger for power. The General Zionist Party in 
Israel is expected to emerge as the second largest 
in the forthcoming elections on July 30, and 
the ZOA proponents of identification with it 
seemed to relish the foretaste of affiliation with 
power. These fought hard and there was an 
edge of uncompromising relentlessness in their 
speeches. For appearances sake some of them 
tried to stress the general nature of the party 
in Israel with which they were identifying 
themselves, but whenever they ventured on this 
ground their arguments sounded hollow and 
often revealed more than they tried to conceal. 
Thus one of the chief speakers, at the perora- 
tion of his address, declared that the General 
Zionist Party in Israel was in favor of a unified, 
standard school system that would not divide 


the children along political lines, but he forgot 


to mention that the Progressive Zionist Party 
in Israel, as well as Ben Gurion, are in favor 
of such a plan. Carried away by his own oratory 
he praised the General Zionist Party in Israel 
because it supports the right of any laborer to 
refuse to join his union. 

It must be admitted that the progressives of 
the Lipsky type at the ZOA convention, though 
their appearances on the convention platform 
were marked by a certain nostalgic gentleness 
and charm, seemed to lack the vigor and deter- 
mination of their opponents. One had a feeling 
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that they represented the past; that the 
present, though unappetizing, belonged to their 
opponents. 

Indeed, historically speaking, it is possible that 
the majority of the ZOA delegates are more in 
step with the times. Perhaps there is no room 
any more—now that Israel is an independent 
state—for the type of General Zionist we have 
known in the past. The situation today may 
allow only of vaguely sympathetic friends of 
Israel or of Zionists who cast their ideological 
lot with a specific social or political force in 
Israel. “The old order changeth giving way to 
new.” The General Zionist may have become 
a political anomaly the day Israel was proclaimed, 
just as the Hovevei Zion (Lovers of Zion) be- 
came anomalies as soon the first Zionist Con- 
gress was held in 1897 and political Zionism 
emerged upon the scene. 

Should this prove to be the case it might 
be an occasion for sadness at the historical dis- 
placement of what had been a lovable type in 
Jewish life. But in that instance we should no 
longer speak of the ZOA as a General Zionist 
Organization. Considering the political party 
in Israel with which it identifies itself, the ZOA 
might perhaps more correctly be described as 
the Republican Zionist Organization of America. 
The public would then know that in Israel the 
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ZOA supports the business and industrial ele- 
ments, free enterprise, no economic regulation 
etc., just as it knows that the Labor Zionist Or- 
ganization supports the Histadruth and coopera- 
tives, Mizrachi supports the influence of religion, 
and so on. The ZOA has every right to take 
such a position, but having taken it can it still 
legitimately lay claim to being a general Zionist 
body entitled to invite into its membership the 
scores of thousands of American Jews whose 
devotion to the cause of Zionism transcends 
party programs and politics? 


S. K. 
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Arab Moods On the Eve of the Elections 


By AMOS EILON 


The following description by an out- 
standing Israeli reporter of the confusion 
prevailing among the Arabs of Israel on 
the eve of the national elections appeared 
in the daily Haaretz published in Tel 
Aviv. 
ERSONS who recently visited the 
Arab towns and villages in 
Galilee unanimously report that 
everywhere they went their Arab 
acquaintances said to them: “Tell 
us who to vote for.” This Arab 
lack of orientation and appeal to 
Jewish friends for political guid- 
ance was manifested in Goosh Ha- 
lav, which is only a few hundred 
yards from the Lebanese border 
and its Arab population has closer 
ties with Lebanon than with Israel, 
as well as in Daburie, much farther 
south, in the heart of Israel. About 
ninety thousand Arabs live in 
Galilee. They constitute one half 
of the Arab population in the 
country. As the national elections 


approach their confusion mounted. 
Only a handful had made up their 
minds, and in these cases they held 
extremist and markedly anti-Israel 
views. For chauvinist reasons these 
were mostly sympathetic toward 
the Communist Party. But their 
number is small. The vast majority 
remained bewildered. A young 
Arab official in the Israel admin- 
istration formulated the Arab con- 
fusion as follows: ““We don’t even 
know whether we are full-fledged 
citizens; how can we know whom 
to vote for?” 

There has been no dearth of ef- 
fort to introduce “clarity” into 
this state of Arab confusion. A 
few days ago a large caravan of 
shiny new cars filled with smiling 
passengers entered Goosh Halav. 
The occupants of the cars, nearly 
all of them from Tel Aviv, cheer- 
ily shook hands with all the vil- 
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lagers they met, patted the heads 
of Arab children who left their 
games to see what all the to-do was 
about, and even exchanged a few 
words with the village idiot who 
came out to watch the procession. 
The caravan was a sort of good- 
will mission from one of the politi- 
cal parties. It came to announce 
that the party, which in the past 
had been outspoken in its opposi- 
tion to the Arabs, in fact “always 
supported the Arab cause, con- 
sidered the military governnment 
a misfortune and aimed to save the 
Arab minority in Israel from the 
predatory talons of the present ad- 
ministration.” Similar good-will 
missions toured other Arab villages 
in an attempt to snare votes. 
Mapam activists went from house 
to house and made personal calls 
on their potential supporters at the 
ballot box and their families. This 
was a procedure unprecedented 
among Arabs. The General Zion- 
ists communed with their new 
friends among the Druzes. Bishop 








Cage Ge 






A) 


Eset 
Neo 
aw 





ay 
Faget 
LW a sw & 


oF gs eae 





acts we 


SS, 

ba 

at 

4 

a 

LPP ER hy ee oS 4 

of oe ne fer" LSB * 

Ae bed “Gr cee PE > 
> 





Call or Write for Brochure BT-6 
; N. YoeSS W. 42nd $t., New York 18 © CHickering 4.6017 
BOSTON —1846 Commonwealth Avenve ¢ ASpinwoll 7-2752 
Harry Scheiner © Mar. 
Directors © Harry Elgost ¢ Ben H. Schwertsman 


. ° - (A MAY PTL Pte 
. *. by ?, Y x r) cow 
LTE ER gine Ne PO NRL Mp ge RS BIRO ARE 
SS ATS: 259 ay ie aatihs 3 eee SMR SS t 
POE Snes * Ete Aes Woes pee es RO LENS 
* + > . My “ Mad 





vy 





es" a. ah Ta o 


Jackson, 
e. New Hampshire 


ONE.OF THE MOST DISTINGUISHED: RESORTS OF. ALL 


@ Luxurious Accommodations 

e@ Big Time Broadway Shows— 
ist Run Movies 

@ Internationally Renowned 

Cuisine 

All Sports Facilities 

Marine Terrace, Dancing 

*neath Stars to 2 Orchestras 

Spring-fed Swimming Pool 

Electric Spray Shower 

Children’s Day Camp 

@ Pollen Free Air 


Featuring ore s 
THE FAMOUS 18 HOLE atin 


GOLF COURSE 


At Our Front (from 
wi Door La Guardia te 
vw Berlin Airport) * 


For she Févest ln Food ... It's TOWMLEYS “Ge 


+4 we, ae 
¢. AS, See ee eng comme Nias 
PESOS NAT ROE VRE EE 


























e Special Rate 














® 
Direct Flights 
by North East- 
ern Airlines — "ged 

































HETH AVENUE 





. Se 
=S Oe 





Fos, 
AY ke 


















per 

com 
vote 
the 

eigh 
vote 
vote 
Kne 
ina 

bers 
part 


SH Fx 


eads 
heir 
was 
few 
who 
sion. 
0d- 
liti- 
ince 
past 
)OSI- 
vays 
on- 
1ent 
the 

the 


will 
ages 
tes. 
ouse 
calls 

the 
This 
ited 
ion- 
new 
shop 


‘meantime 








Juty, 1951 


Hakim of Haifa toured the villages 
and in passionate speeches urged 
the Arabs to support the Catholic 
Workers’ organization. This group 
negotiated with the 
Arab section of the Histadrut, 
which has a Mapai majority, for 
the formation of a Democratic 
Bloc as a counterforce to the Com- 
munist Party which might other- 
wise sweep the Arab vote in Gali- 
lee. Nor was there a lack of direct 
pressure and intimidation. Off- 
cials in charge of the exchange of 
Arab military identity cards for 
new ones issued by the civilian 
administration, have been reported 
as threatening to withhold the new 
cards unless their holders promised 
to vote a particular way. But these 
cases of intimidation were balanced 
by exaggerated promises as a re- 
ward for a “correct” vote. Some 
of these promises were fantastic. 
The immediate return of 700,000 
Arabs was promised by one group. 
Other parties vowed that, should 
they come to power, a peace treaty 
with the Arab countries would be 
signed at once, ‘a treaty which the 
present government of Israel op- 
poses with all its strength.” The 
abolition of military government 
and the return of confiscated land 
were also offered as bait. 


[7 1s Nor hard to understand this 

sudden interest of the various 
parties in the Arab vote. In the 
elections to the second Knesset the 
Arab vote will not be a negligible 
quantity. The number of qualified 
Arab voters is nearly as large as 
the number of voters in the recep- 
tion and transit camps for new 
immigrants. Three years ago the 
Arabs constituted five per cent of 
the electorate in Israel. Today, 
despite the fact that the Jewish 
population in the country has 
doubled, the Arabs will be eleven 
per cent of the electorate. The 
competition is for 83,000 Arab 
votes out of a total of 786,000 in 
the entire country. Assuming that 
eighty per cent of the qualified 
voters cast their ballots, 5,800 
votes will elect one member of 
Knesset. The Arab voters are thus 
in a position to elect 10 to 11 mem- 
bers of Knesset. The different 
parties have therefore been ponder- 
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ing how to corral this vote for 
themselves. 

The Arabs in Israel can be 
roughly classified into two political 
categories. One group feels that 
the Arabs should not participate 
in the elections because by doing 
so they would incur the hostility 
of the neighboring countries with- 
out necessarily winning the friend- 
ship of the Jews. They also feel 
that even if they were to vote tiey 
could not change the basic policy 
of the government which they 
consider to be hostile to the Arabs 
and aimed at making them so un- 
comfortable that they should vol- 
untarily emigrate. These views are 
held by the nationalist sector in 
the Arab population. They declare 
frankly that they are not interested 
in electing Arab members to Kues- 
set who would only serve as “tools” 
in the hands of the “oppressors”; 
and naturally they are not inter- 
ested in purely Jewish parties. One 
of those holding such a point of 
view, a teacher of Hebrew (!) in 
a large Arab village in western 
Galilee, told me: “I will not vote. 
Prisoners do not vote. The State 
of Israel has put us in prison.” 

Opposed to these is a more mod- 
erate element among the Arabs. 
Nimr Hawari, an Arab lawyer who 
specializes in obtaining from the 
courts all sorts of restraint orders 
against the administration, and one 
of the keenest Arab critics in Is- 
rael, characterized the moderates as 
“people who still cling to their 
hopes.” Though he is “bitterly dis- 
appointed in Israel,” he admits that 
the moderates are a majority. 
Whether his estimate is correct will 
be known after the elections, but 
he is contradicted by all those fa- 
miliar with Arab affairs who main- 
tain that the Arab turnout to the 
ballot box will not exceed that of 
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three years ago. At that time nine- 
ty per cent of the qualified Arabs 
voted, but it should be noted that 
a rumor was then current among 
the Arabs that anyone not exer- 
cising his franchise would be ex- 
pelled from the country. 

The moderates base their hopes 
on Israeli democracy. They com- 
plain that they heard much more 
about democracy than they were 
privileged to see in practice; never- 
theless, they are convinced that it 
is the duty of the Arabs to fight for 
the abolition of “racial and re- 
ligious” restrictions through ac- 
cepted democratic, parliamentary 
channels. Nadin Batchish, a teach- 
er in Nazareth and a man of hu- 
manitarian views, who is a candi- 
date for Knesset on the ticket of 
the Catholic Workers, declared: 
“This (Israel) is a democratic 
country and we must organize 
democratically if we are to be 
heard. Let us elect competent men 
to defend our interests in Knesset.” 
Others who share this view hope 
to benefit from internal Jewish 
crises, like the recent one which 
involved the Emergency Regula- 
tions that were carried over from 
the Mandatory regime. (On the 
basis of these regulations a num- 
ber of Brith Hakanaim—League 
of Zealots—were recently arrested 
on the charge of trying to bomb 
Knesset. These arrests evoked criti- 
cism in Knesset.—Eds.) The mili- 
tary administration in the Arab 
districts is based on these regula- 
tions, and many Arabs hope that 
the nullification of these regula- 
tions would also lead to the aboli- 
tion of the military rule which 
many of them describe as “‘an ad- 
ministration by means of which the 
Jews hope to persuade us to leave 
the country voluntarily and to 
abandon our property.” The rise 
in the number of Arab voters and 
the experience of the small parties 
in Knesset encourages the moder- 
ates to believe in the effectiveness 
of a bloc of Arab representatives in 
Knesset which, though numerical- 
ly small, may at times be in a posi- 
tion to tip the balance. Those who 
hope that there will be at least 
five Arabs in the next Knesset— 
and there are good grounds for 
such a hope—point to the example 
of the Progressive Zionist Party 
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which exerted a great influence 
despite its smallness. “We know 
the Jews,” an Arab of Nazareth 
said to me. “They are always di- 
vided among themselves and we 
hope to benefit from this division.” 


HE ARAB MODERATES are prepar- 

ing for the elections and they 
allow the various parties to “point 
them right.” But it is hard to say 
at this time whether they have de- 
cided which party to support. 
There is no general Arab list of 
candidates for Knesset. Many 
Arabs, especially _ intellectuals, 
would like to see the formation of 
such a slate, but at present the op- 
portunities for such a development 
are negligible. The lack of such 
a slate contributes to the confu- 
sion and the Communist Party 
loses no time in taking advantage 
of it. Informed observers think 
that unless the Democratic Bloc, 
sponsored by Mapai, soon embarks 
on extensive activity, the Com- 
munists will exploit the political 
vacuum among the Arabs and reap 
a considerable number of votes. 
Five factors operate in favor of the 
Communists among the Arabs: 1) 
The Communist Party is the only 
one actively at work in the daily 
affairs of the Arabs. It organizes 
demonstrations and protests and 
has established a net of coopera- 
tives among the Arabs in Galilee; 
2) It is the only party that has 
competent and energetic Arab 
leaders from among the young in- 
tellectuals who exert an influence 
on the youth. The Arab commun- 
ist leaders enjoy the esteem of their 
people whereas the other Arab 
members in Knesset (Seif ed Din 
and Jarjurah) are held in contempt 
by the masses who accuse them of 
“hardly opening their mouths in 
Knesset”; 3) The one Communist 
Arab representative in Knesset, Mr. 
Tubi, frequently took the floor and 
often talked with great courage of 
the problems of the Arab minority. 
He made demands upon the gov- 
ernment that were popular among 
the Arab masses. Even such an 
avowed enemy of the Communists 
as Nimr Hawari, former com- 
mander of Nejadah, frankly stated 
that “the Communist Party of Is- 
rael is today the only party in the 
country concerned with the 
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Arabs.” The Communist Party 
saw to it that its parliamentary 
activities on behalf of the Arabs 
should be adequately publicized by 
all means available; 4) The Com- 
munist Party is the only one that 
makes no distinction between Jews 
and Arabs and membership in it 
is open to both. Arabs are very 
sensitive on this point; 5) The 
Communist Party speaks little of 
Marxism and appeals to Arab na- 
tional consciousness. Its propa- 
ganda is frequently extremely na- 
tionalistic and it appeals to the 
Arab sense of injury which nearly 
all Arabs feel with a certain mea- 
sure of justice. 


HE ARAB communist leaders are 

optimistic about the outcome of 
the elections. Though they admit 
that the emergence of the Demo- 
cratic Bloc of Mapai may hurt 
their chances, they nevertheless 
confidently expect fifty per cent 
of the vote in Nazareth and 25 to 
30 per cent of the total Arab vote 
in the country. Observers feel that 
this claim is exaggerated. How- 
ever, it is necessary to remember 
that the part of the Communist 
platform dealing with Arabs in- 
cludes nearly everything that the 
average Arab dreams about. The 
platform demands: 1) Immediate 
abolition of military administra- 
tion. It is true that this plank is 
also included in the platforms of 
all other parties, but the Com- 
munists phrase it more uncompro- 


A BETTER 
RESORT HOTEL 
TENNIS * RIDING + POOL 
FREE GOLF 
ENTERTAINMENT « DANCING 


American-Jewish 


Cuisine 


Write for 
Booklet 


AULS 


SWAN LAKE, N.Y. 


Phone - LIBERTY 1390 















































For The BIGGEST Pe 
Vacation In Your Life ) 


A self-contained resort 
playground embracing 750 
acres ... Unlimited sports 


facilities . . . A private \\N 

lake situated high on a i 
mountain top. ' 
NEW 9-hole Golf Course 


Call WI. 7-0774 
Or Write: 


pibnchane MANOR 14, N. Y. 


30344] 





















YG ‘ WH, Ly “Uy Ys WY ff Wjjyve: 


ONGRESS 


ULL pyy pup; Wyss h yy WYifpiy 1. SUyiiy, Moy Voy Wy pipe Wey 

$M HONIG,“ZEE, LOUIS BRITVAN. coer fj 
INDOOR aad OUTDOOR. SPORTS * COCKTAIL LOUNGE Y 
ORCHESTRA~ B°WAY & CONTINENTAL ENTERTAINMENT 


- DANCING NIT§LY 
CHILDREN’S} spEAL FoR (LIES 


DAY CAMP New York Phopes: 


from8 AM. | (to6P.M) pm 


3 P. 
= = Phone: Monticelle 1051 


ponticelle EW YOR 


Yj semua Y Yyy YY Yy UM OL yi bijs 


zl Beantifal Sackett Lake 



































acovd yo uae 
elmar 
TEL. LIBERTY 1625 FERNDALE, N. persian nn + 
RESERVE NOW FOR JULY an 
j New Main House All With Private & Semi-Private Bath 


ENTERTAINMENT & DANCING NIGHTLY 


Television ¢ Swimming Pool ¢ Sports Facilities 
Children’s Day Camp « Dietary Laws 


SPECIAL—8-Wk. Family Rate, $900 Up 
for Mother, 2 Children & 2-Day Weekends for Husbond i 


FERNDALE,N.Y. N. Y. TEL, SH 3-2919 


























28 








THE WILSHAR HOTEL 


SWAN LAKE, N. Y. Phone Liberty 1946 


Informal and Modern - Deluxe Accommodations - Beautiful 

Spacious Grounds - New Giant Filtered Swimming Pool - Or- 

chestra - Nightly Entertainment - All Sports - Saddle Horses 
Capable Children’s Supervision 

DIETARY LAWS Phone or Write for Booklet 


JULY-AUGUST RATES $45 up 























MTT 
MODERN . NEWLY DECORATED 


SURFSIDE HOTEL 


MARYLAND AVENUE AND BOARDWALK ATLANTIC CITY, N. }. 
¢ Tiled Bathrooms With Showers 


* Hot Seawater Baths ° ¢ Sundeck Overlooking Ocean 
¢ Finest Kosher Cuisine ¢ Famous for Food 
Write For Attractive Rates 
HYMAN Ownership-M anagement KERNER 


CEEQUUEREEEOUEUEGULEGERGGAEEA TORT TOR RLUCCCR EER GEECUECUERED GEOR GRU EEAEGGECGLERGERGCRROEADEEAR ES EECA GP Raat 





= 





ROSE ACKER’S STEAM HEATED 


YOUNG'S HOUSE 
SWAN LAKE, N. Y. Tel. Liberty 948 


SPEND AN ENJOYABLE SUMMER VACATION 
You will enjoy a stay with us! — Delicious Tasty Kosher Food! 
Write Now for Reservation 
N. Y. Phone: OL 4-3597 

















100% VACATION VALUE! 


NEW EDGEWOOD 
HOTEL 


LOCH SHELDRAKE, N. Y. 
Tel.: Hurleyville 82 
Famous Kosher Food * Rhumba 


Band ¢ Private Lake « All Land 
and Water Sports 


LOW FAMILY RATES 
J. GarFinke, Mat. 
N. Y. Tel.: TR 8-2854 or LU 3-9415 


Once Again We’re Happy 
To See You at... 


BARLAU HOTEL 


SOUTH FALLSBURG 9, N. Y. 
Paut anp Crame Laurer 
NEW CASA BLINCA COCKTAIL 
LOUNGE AND NIGHT CLUB 
New Tennis Courts and Swimming 
Pool - Entertainment - All Sports. 
Dancing in the Evening - Exquisite 
Meals - Kosher Kitchen. 
Playground for Children 
REASONABLE JULY RATES 

















JEWwiIsH FRONTIER 


misingly. Mr. Salivah Hamis, a 
Christian Arab twenty-nine years 
old, an intellectual who appears to 
be number three on the communist 
slate, characterized the military ad- 
ministration as “brutal and in- 
human, engineered by the Hista- 
drut in order to drive Arab work- 
ers out of their jobs”; 2) Com- 
plete equality of rights and duties. 
The Communist Party is the only 
political group among Arabs to de- 
mand military service for Arabs in 
the Israel army; 3) Return of con- 
fiscated land; 4) Rehabilitation of 
the refugees; 5) Admission of 
Arabs into the Histadrut; 6) Loans 
to Arab farmers; 7) The right to 
elect municipal councils and aboli- 
tion of the regulation by which the 
government appoints municipali- 
ties; 8) Care for the unemployed 
and abolition of temporary em- 
ployment. 

Nearly all of these planks ap- 
pear in the platforms of the other 
parties. But it should not be sur- 
prising if the average Arab does 
not trust Seif ed Din, who often 
expressed the view that the mili- 
tary administration was justified 
(“it is necessary to submit to every 
administration because it stems 
from God.”) when he now de- 
mands the abolition of that ad- 
ministration. The Arabs also ac- 
cuse Mapam of insincerity in its 
professions of friendship and point 
to the fact that Mapam does not 
accept Arabs into its ranks as fully 
equal members. Furthermore, Ma- 
pam does not have an extensive 
organization in the Arab villages 
equal to that of the Communists. 


T Is PREMATURE to prognosticate 

the outcome of the elections, and 
even if the Communists draw a 
large number of Arab votes, the 
picture for the country as a whole 
will not be appreciably changed. 
But the weight of the Arab minor- 
ity in the country must not be 
measured in purely arithmetical 
terms. In the past two years we 
have left the Arabs to themselves 
and they naturally tended to be 
influenced by the party which ex- 
ploited their justified as well as un- 
justified grievances. Many in the 
military administration now admit 
that a mistake was made when 
Nimr Hawari was brought into the 
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country by the government for the 
purpose of establishing a non- 
communist Arab party. Nothing 
came of this project, but many 
doubt whether such a party, if 
founded and _ successful, would 
have been a greater asset to the 
State than the Communists. Hopes 
are now based on the Arab “‘tri- 
angle” at Wadi Ara where the 
Communist Party has not en- 
trenched itself as powerfully as in 
Galilee and where Mapai influence 
is great. The Arab voters of the 
“triangle” will tip the scale and 
the Communists are therefore not 
likely to obtain a majority of the 
Arab votes. But it must not be 
forgotten that the national factor 
is much more important to the 
Arabs at this time than the eco- 
nomic one which will determine 
the outcome of the vote among 


the Jews. The Arabs in Israel now 


enjoy greater economic prosperity 
than at any time in the past; it 
is their national sensibilities that 
are hurt. Under these condi- 
tions they are likely to cast their 
votes for the extremist party 
which promises them most in the 
loudest voice. 
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Israel. Habonim believes that there 
can be no more potent educational 
force for Judaism and Zionism in 
America than living contact with 
life and culture in Israel. 

The program of the Youth 
Workshop is divided into three 
phases of activity: study, work, 
and tours. The study program 
will be conducted at the Berl 
Katznelson Institute and other 
educational institutions in Israel. 
The curriculum includes Hebrew 
—language and literature—Bible, 
the geography of Israel, Problems 
of Kibbutz Galuyot (the ingath- 
ering of the exiles), and folk songs 
and dances of modern Israel. Dur- 
ing the entire period of its stay 
in Israel, the group will be under 
the supervision of trained youth 
leaders including American settlers 
particularly qualified for this work 
by their experience in Israel as well 
as in youth work in the United 
States. In addition, the Workshop 
will hear lectures by some of Is- 
rael’s leading personalities. 

The work program will be con- 
ducted in the pioneering agricul- 
tural settlements—kibbutzim and 
moshavim. Here the participants 
in the Workshop will have an op- 
portunity to work side by side 
with the pioneers of Israel and at 
the same time observe and study 
the new social forms developing 
there. 

The Workshop will also under- 
take extensive tours throughout 
Israel—visiting the sites of histori- 
cal interest, the important cultural 
and economic institutions of the 
country, the major cities, camps of 
new immigrants and areas of scenic 
beauty. These tours will be an in- 
tegrated part of the broad yet in- 
tensive program which will charac- 
terize the Youth Workshop. 

The Workshop is sponsored by 
Habonim in cooperation with the 
Histadrut and the Jewish Agency. 
The group will leave in September, 
1951, and return in June, 1952. 
The total cost, including round 
trip transportation by boat, tui- 
tion, room and board, tours, and 
incidental expenses, is $850. The 
cooperation of educational institu- 
tions in Israel has made it possible 
to conduct this program at such a 
low cost. The Workshop is open 


to all Jewish young people between 
the ages of 17 and 21 who are 
high school seniors or graduates. 
Prospective applicants should write 
to Youth Workshop in Israel, Suite 
1301, 45 E. 17th Street, New York 
a. # 
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The Youth Workshop in Israel 
is the first project of its type and 
scope to be undertaken by any 
Jewish organization in America, 
This pioneering effort of Habonim 
marks a significant departure in 


Jewish and Zionist education, 
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(Children’s Lunch at 12:00) 


Playground and Governess 





TOR EUR ERR RRR RE RE RRO ER RE RE REE ER ERE EE REE ER ERE ESEREESSECEESE | 





FOR A TRULY HAPPY VACATION 


MR. & MRS. 'M. D. STEINFELD 


THE FRESHLY DECORATED 


AMERICAN JEWISH CUISINE 
TO DELIGHT THE GOURMET 


Breakfast 8:30 to 11:00; Dinner at 6:00 


AT THE JERSEY SHORE 


PROUDLY PRESENT 
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eM LAKE 






Sam Blis & hat om 


Presagt THE BEAUTIFUL 


WURTSBORO, N.Y. 
FOR YOUR SPRING & SUMMER VACATION 
“THE ARISTOCRAT OF THE CATSKILLS” 


Broadway Entertainment ¢ Dancing — _ 
Bathing ¢ Boating °¢ _ All Sports Gals 

CHILDREN’S DAY CAMP SUMMER 

N. Y. Office: CI 7-0574 Bota 

Wartsboro 2381 ATMOSPHERE 



























MAX ORLANSKY 


so. FALLSBURG, N. Y. 
ATTRACTIVE RATES 


NEW FILTERED SWIMMING POOL + ELEVATOR SERVICE 
yg mee Day Camp (Nite Patrol) © Planned Entertainment 
Sports © New Solarium & Social Hall ¢ Dietary Laws 


New York Office Cl 7-0573 or Fallsburg 195 








ARTHUR PATT 
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Jury, 1951 





HIGH UP IN THE WHITE MOUNTAINS 
3 on 
STINSON LAKE 
RUMNEY, NEW HAMPSHIRE 








Aaron L. RicHMAN, Management 


A picturesque Setting where Mountains Meet he Lake! °¢ Private White Sand Beach on 
Spring-fed Lake © Rooms with Private Bath and Shower ¢ Riding, Tennis, Boating, Moun- 
tain Climbing © HONEYMOON COTTAGE with fireplace and private sand beach. 


RATES FROM $60 TO $80 PER WEEK 
AMERICAN PLAN — CHOICE MENU 


SPECIAL RATES TO JULY 15th AND AFTER LABOR DAY! 
POLLEN FREE AREA 


Write for Folder— HAWTHORNE LODGE 


STINSON LAKE, RUMNEY, N. H. 




















e@ Summer Home of the FARBAND LABOR ZIONIST ORDER 













26th SEASON 





... the Labor Zionist Camp 
In the Heart of the Bear Mountains ¢ Only 45 miles from New York 
Private Lake ¢ All Other Sports ¢ Jewish Activities 
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KINDERWELT has throughout its twenty- 3 
five seasons been the ideal camp for a |f For yourself... 
healthy vacation in a progressive Jewishen- [£ 
vironment, offering every facility for your UNSER 
child’s comfort and recreation. Large staff & CAMP 
of educators and trained counsellors, resi- 4 
dent physician and nurses . . . Classes in & Ideal spot fer the discriminating 
Jewish studies, dramatics, arts and crafts. B  uneationest “something 
All land and water sports. 4 re spl * emiad Lad Zinio 
ironment. Large social 
MAKE RESERVATIONS NOW! ete serene lender of wall 
= Condicccor Sholem Sec 5 eae 
UNSER CAMP & KINDERWELT teenie °° ieee 
45 East 17th St. New York 3, N. Y. : RESERVATIONS NOW 
CHARLES j. AZENBERG, Manager Phone: ORegon 3-9500 Faw 4 

















GOLF 


TENNIS 
SWIMMING POOL 
FISHING 
ENTERTAINMENT 


GRAY'S INN RCA VICTOR 
RECORDING ORCHESTRA 
featuring RENE CASTELAR 


¢ Nationally FAMOUS CUISINE... 
¢ AMERICAN PLAN ... 


* OUR OWN GOLF COURSE with 
noted Golf Pro who will positively 
take strokes off your game... 


Planned ENTERTAINMENT ... 

: Stars of STAGE and SCREEN... 

GRAY'S FIRST-RUN MOVIES . . . 

COCKTAIL LOUNGE ... 

INN : 150 ROOMS—each with telephone ... 
Fs? - EFFICIENT STAFF trained for 

Nationally Famous Restaurant i: courteous service 

¢ ELEVATOR 


MIAMI BEACH 4 ¢ Informal Friendly Atmosphere 


WALLY WALDBAUM 
. Managing 


In Wintertime 











